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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter IV—Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation Department of Agri¬ 
culture 

PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Barley Crop 
Insurance ; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties are hereby added to the list of coun¬ 
ties published December 29, 1959, which 
were designated for barley crop insur¬ 
ance for the 1961 crop year. 

California 


State and 
county 
Michigan- 

Con. Class (es) of "beans insured 

Saginaw_Pea and Medium White. 

St. Clair_Pea and Medium White. 

Sanilac_Pea and Medium White. 

Shiawassee. Pea and Medium White. 

Nebraska: 

Morrill_Great Northern, Pinto. 

Scotts Bluff- Great Northern, Pinto. 

Box Butte_Great Northern, Pinto. 

Washington: 

Grant_Great Northern, Pinto, Small 

Red, Flat Small White. 

Wyoming: 

Goshen_Great Northern, Pinto. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager , 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4463; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Iowa 


Adair. 

Jones. 

Audubon. 

Kossuth. 

Boone. 

Linn. 

Buchanan. 

Lyon. 

Buena Vista. 

Madison. 

Calhoun. 

Mahaska. 

Carroll. 

Mitchell. 

Cass. 

O’Brien. 

Cerro Gordo. 

Osceola. 

Chickasaw. 

Polk. 

Clay. 

Poweshiek. 

Clayton. 

Shelby. 

Crawford. 

Sac. 

Delaware. 

Sioux. 

Emmett. 

Story. 

Fayette. 

Tama. 

Floyd. 

Union. 

Franklin. 

Warren. 

Fremont. 

Washington. 

Guthrie. 

Webster. 

Hancock. 

East Pottawattamie. 

Hardin. 

West Pottawattamie, 

Howard. 

Winnebago. 

Humboldt. 

Winneshiek. 

Ida. 

Worth. 


Colusa. Yolo. 

Glenn. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager , 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4467; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Corn Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for corn crop in¬ 
surance for the 1961 crop year. 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Dry Edible 
Bean Crop Insurance; Appendix 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for dry edible 
bean crop insurance for the 1961 crop 
year. The class (es) of beans on which 
insurance is offered is shown opposite 
the name of the county. 


State and 
county 
Colorado: 

Dolores_ 

Larimer_ 

Montezuma. 

Morgan_ 

Weld. 

Idaho: 

Cassia_ 

Gooding_ 

Jerome_ 

Minidoka_ 

Twin Falls. 

Michigan: 

Bay_ 

Gratiot_ 

Huron_-_ 


Class (es) of beans insured 
Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Pinto. 

Great Northern, Pinto, Small 
Red. 

Great Northern, Pinto, Small 
Red. 

Great Northern, Pinto, Small 
Red. 

Great Northern, Pinto, Small 
Red. 

Great Northern, Pinto, Small 
Red. 

Pea and Medium White. 

Pea and Medium White. 

Pea and Medium White. 


Colorado 


Larimer. 

Morgan. 

Weld. 

Illinois 

Adams. 

McLean. 

Bond. 

Macoupin. 

Carroll. 

Madison. 

Cass. 

Mason. 

Christian. 

Menard. 

Clinton. 

Monroe. 

Douglas. 

Montgomery. 

Effingham. 

Morgan. 

Fayette. 

Pike. 

Ford. 

St. Clair. 

Fulton. 

Sangamon. . 

Greene. 

Schuyler. 

Grundy. 

Scott. 

Jasper. 

Shelby. 

Jersey. 

Tazewell. 

Livingston. 

Vermilion. 

McDonough. 

Winnebago. 

Indiana 

Allen. 

Madison. 

Blackford. 

Marshall. 

Boone. 

Miami. 

Carroll. 

Montgomery. 

Clinton. 

Noble. 

Clay. 

Pulaski. 

Decatur. 

Randolph. 

De Kalb. 

Ripley. 

Delaware. 

Rush. 

Fountain. 

Shelby. 

Howard. 

Sullivan. 

Huntington. 

Vigo. 

Jackson. 

Wayne. 

Johnson. 

Wells. 

Kosciusko. 

Whitley. 


Kansas 


Atchison. 

Linn. 

Bourbon. 

Marshall. 

Brown. 

Nemaha. 

Franklin. 

Washington. 

Jackson. 

Kent. 

Maryland 

Queen Annes. 

Branch. 

Michigan 

Lenawee. 

Calhoun. 

Monroe. 

Gratiot. 

Saginaw. 

Hillsdale. 

St. Clair. 

Jackson. 

St. Joseph. 

Kalamazoo. 

Blue Earth. 

Minnesota 

Mower. 

Brown. 

Murray. 

Chippewa. 

Nicollet. 

Cottonwood. 

Nobles. 

Dakota. 

Pipestone. 

Dodge. 

Redwood. 

Faribault. 

Renville. 

Gciodhue. 

Rice. 

Jackson. 

Rock. 

Kandiyohi. 

Stearns. 

Lac Qui Parle. 

Steele. 

Lincoln. 

Stevens. 

Lyon. 

Swift. 

McLeod. 

Wabasha. 

Martin. 

Watonwan. 

Meeker. 

Yellow Medicine. 

Andrew. 

Missouri 

Jasper. 

Atchison. 

Johnson. 

Audrain. 

Lafayette. 

Bates. 

Lawrence. 

Buchanan. 

Marion. 

Calloway. 

Macon. 

Carroll. 

Monroe. 

Cass. 

Nodaway. 

Chariton. 

Pettis. 

Cooper. 

Pike. 

Daviess. 

Ralls. 

De Kalb. 

St. Charles. 

Franklin. 

Saline. 

Gentry. 

Shelby. 

Henry. 

Vernon. 

Howard. 

Worth. 

Holt. 
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Nebraska 

Boone. 

Pawnee. 

Butler. 

Pierce. 

Cass. 

Richardson. 

Cedar. 

Saunders. 

Colfax. 

Stanton. 

Cuming. 

Washington. 

Dodge. 

Wayne. 

Nemaha. 

York. 


Ohio 

Allen. 

Mercer. 

Ashland. 

Montgomery. 

Auglaize. 

Morrow. 

Delaware. 

Paulding. 

Erie. 

Pickaway. 

Fayette. 

Preble. 

Greene. 

Putnam. 

Hancock. 

Sandusky. 

Hardin. 

Seneca. 

Henry. 

Stark. 

Huron. 

Tuscarawas. 

Knox. 

Union. 

Licking. 

Van Wert. 

Marion. 

Wayne. 

Medina. 

Williams. 


Pennsylvania 

Chester. 

Lancaster. 

Lebanon. 


South Dakota 

Brookings. 

Minnehaha. 

Clay. 

Moody. 

Kingsbury. 

Union. 

Lincoln. 

Yankton. 


Tennessee 

Obion. 

Wisconsin 

Columbia. 

Lafayette. 

Dane. 

Pierce. 

Fond du Lac 

. Rock. 

Grant. 

Sauk. 

Green. 

Iowa. 

Trempealeau. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 

as amended; 

; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516.) 

[SEAL] 

F. N. McCartney, 


Manager , 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation . 

[F.R. Doc. 

60-4469; Filed, May 17, 1960; 


8:47 a.m.] 

PART 

401—FEDERAL CROP 


INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 

and Succeeding Crop Years 


Counties Designated for Cotton 
Crop Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for cotton crop in¬ 
surance for the 1961 crop year. 

Alabama 


Blount. 

Lauderdale. 

Cherokee. 

Lawrence. 

Colbert. 

Limestone. 

Cullman. 

Madison. 

De Kalb. 

Marshall. 

Etowah. 

Morgan. 

Franklin. 

Pickens. 

Hale. 

Tuscaloosa. 

Jackson. 



Arkansas 

Arkansas. 

Monroe. 

Craighead. 

Phillips. 

Crittenden. 

Poinsett. 

Jefferson. 

St. Francis. 

Lincoln. 



RULES AND REGULATIONS 


California 


Tulare. 

Georgia 

Brooks. 

Laurens. 

Bulloch. 

Tift. 

Colquitt. 

Worth. 


Louisiana 

Avoyelles. 

Rapides. 

Caddo. 

Richland. 

East Carroll. 

St. Landry. 

Franklin. 

St. Martin. 

Morehouse. 

Natchitoches, 

Vermilion. 


Mississippi 

Alcorn. 

Monroe. 

Bolivar. 

Panola. 

Coahoma. 

Pontotoc. 

De Soto. 

Prentiss. 

Hinds. 

Quitman. 

Holmes. 

Sunflower. 

Humphreys. 

Tallahatchie. 

Jefferson Davis. Tunica. 

Lee. 

Union. 

Leflore. 

Washington. 

Madison. 

Marion. 

Yazoo. 


New Mexico 

Chaves. 

Eddy. 

Dona Ana. 

North Carolina 

Cleveland. 

Nash. 

Edgecombe. 

Robeson. 

Franklin. 

Rutherford. 

Harnett. 

Sampson. 

Iredell. 

Warren. 

Johnston. 

Wayne. 

Lincoln. 

Wilson. 

Mecklenburg. 

Oklahoma 

Beckham. 

Washita. 

Tillman. 

South Carolina 

Anderson. 

Lee. 

Calhoun. 

Marlboro. 

Chesterfield. 

Marion. 

Clarendon. 

Orangeburg. 

Darlington. 

Spartanburg. 

Dillon. 

Sumter. 

Florence. 

Williamsburg. 

Greenville. 

York. 


Tennessee 

Carroll. 

McNair y. 

Fayette. 

Madison. 

Gibson. 

Obion. 

Hardeman. 

Shelby. 

Haywood. 

Tipton. 

Lake. 

Lauderdale. 

Weakley. 


Texas 

Bailey. 

Hunt. . 

Bell. 

Lamar. 

Cameron. 

Lamb. 

Castro. 

• Limestone. 

Collin. 

Lubbock. 

Crosby. 

McLennan. 

Ellis. 

Milam. 

Falls. 

Navarro. 

Fannin. 

Nueces. 

Floyd. 

San Patricio. 

Fort Bend. 

Swisher. 

Grayson. 

Travis. 

Hale. 

Willacy. 

Hidalgo. 

Williamson. 

Hill. 

Hockley. 

Wharton. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 

as amended; 

7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[SEAL] 

F. N. McCartney, 


Manager, 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 
[F.R. Doc. 60-4470; Filed, May 17, 1960; 


8:47 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Flax Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for flax crop 
insurance for the 1961 crop year. 

Minnesota 


Becker. 


Nobles. 

Big Stone. 


Norman. 

Brown. 


Pennington. 

Chippewa. 


Pipestone. 

Clay. 


Polk, East. 

Cottonwood. 


Polk, West. 

Grant. 


Pope. 

Jackson. 


Redwood. 

Kittson. 


Renville. 

Lac Qui Parle. 


Rock. 

Lincoln. 


Roseau. 

Lyon. 


Stevens. 

Mahnomen. 


Swift. 

Marshall. 


Traverse. 

Martin. 


Wilkin. 

Murray. 


Yellow Medicine. 


North 

Dakota 

Barnes. 


Nelson. 

Benson. 


Pembina. 

Bottineau. 


Pierce. 

Cass. 


Ramsey. 

Cavalier. 


Ransom. 

Dickey. 


Richland. 

Eddy. 


Rolette. 

Emmons. 


Sargent. 

Foster. 


Steele. 

Grand Forks. 


Stutsman. 

Griggs. 


Towner. 

La Moure. 


Traill. 

Logan. 


Walsh. 

McIntosh. 


Ward. 

McLean. 


Wells. 


South 

Dakota 

Brookings. 


Grant. 

Brown. 


Hamlin. 

Clark. 


Kingsbury. 

Codington. 


Marshall. 

Day. 


Roberts. 


Deuel. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager, 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4471; Filed, May 17, I960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


part 401—federal crop 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Grain Sor¬ 
ghum Crop Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for grain sorghum 
crop insurance for the 1961 crop year. 


Kansas 

Stafford. 

Oklahoma 

Caddo. 

Texas 

Hale. 
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(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] P. N. McCartney, 

Manager, 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[FR. Doc. 60-4472; Piled, May 17, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subparf—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Oat Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for oat crop 
insurance for the 1961 crop year. 

Iowa 

Delaware. Humboldt. 

Emmet. Ida. 

Howard. 

Michigan 

Gratiot. . Jackson. 

Minnesota 

Dakota. McLeod. 

East Polk. Stearns. 

Goodhue. Stevens. 

Kandiyohi. Swift. 

North Dakota 

Dickey. Ransom. 

Grand Forks. Sargent. 

La Moure. Steele. 

Pennsylvania 

Chester. 

South Dakota 

Grant. Kingsbury. 

Wisconsin 

Fond du Lac. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] f. N. McCartney, 

Manager , 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporatibn. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4473; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

County Designated for Peach Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following county 
has been designated for peach crop in¬ 
surance for the 1961 crop year. 

South Carolina 

Spartanburg. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516.) 

[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager , 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4475; Filed, May 17, I960,* 
8:47 am.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Rice Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for rice crop insur¬ 
ance for the 1961 crop year. 

Arkansas 

Arkansas. Poinsett. 

St. Francis. 

Louisiana 

St. Landry. St. Martin. 

Vermilion. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager , 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4476; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

County Designated for Orange Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

s £ ursuant to authority contained in 
s 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following county 
aas been designated for orange crop in¬ 
surance for the 1961 crop year. 


Tulare. California 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, r 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] P. N. McCartney, 

v Manager , 

zaeral Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4474; Filed, May 17, 196 
8:47 a.m.] 


part 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 


Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Soybean Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 


Pursuant to authority contained in 
§ 401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following coun¬ 
ties have been designated for soybean 
crop insurance for the 1961 crop year. 


Arkansas 


Arkansas. 

Crittenden. 

Poinsett. 

Illinois 

Adams. 

Fayette. 

Bond. 

Ford. 

Cass. 

Fulton. 

Christian. 

Greene. 

Clinton. 

Jasper. 

Douglas. 

Jersey. 

Effingham. 

Livingston. 


Illinois —Continued 


McDonough. 

Pike. 

McLean. 

St. Clair. 

Macoupin. 

Sangamon. 

Madison. 

Schuyler. 

Mason. 

Scott. 

Menard. 

Shelby. 

Monroe. 

Tazewell. 

Montgomery. 

Morgan. 

Vermilion. 


Indiana 

Allen. 

Madison. 

Blackford. 

Marshall. 

Boone. 

Miami. 

Clay. 

Montgomery. 

Carroll. 

Noble. 

Clinton. 

Pulaski. 

Decatur. 

Randolph. 

De Kalb. 

Ripley. 

Delaware. 

Rush. 

Fountain. 

Shelby. 

Howard. 

Sullivan. 

Huntington. 

Vigo. 

Jackson. 

Wayne. 

Johnson. 

Wells. 

Kosciusko. 

Whitley. 


Iowa 

Adair. 

Kossuth. 

Audubon. 

Linn. 

Boone. 

Lyon. 

Buena Vista. 

Madison. 

Buchanan. 

Mahaska. 

Calhoun. 

Mitchell. 

Carroll. 

O’Brien. 

Cass. 

Osceola. 

Cerro Gordo. 

Polk. 

Chickasaw. 

East Pottawattamie. 

Clay. 

West Pottawattamie, 

Crawford. 

Poweshiek. 

Delaware. 

Sac. 

Emmett. 

Shelby. 

Fayette. 

Sioux. 

Floyd. 

Story. 

Franklin. 

Tama. 

Fremont. 

Union. 

Guthrie. 

Warren. 

Hancock. 

Washington. 

Hardin. 

Webster. 

Howard. 

Winnebago. 

Humboldt. 

Winneshiek. 

Ida. 

Worth. 

Jones. 

Kansas 

Bourbon. 

Franklin. 

Linrt. 


Michigan 

Gratiot. 

Saginaw. 

Lenawee. 

Monroe. 

St. Joseph. 


Minnesota 

Big Stone. 

Murray. 

Blue Earth. 

Nicollet. 

Brown. 

Nobles. 

Chippewa. 

Pipestone. 

Cottonwood. 

Pope. 

Dakota. 

Redwood. 

Dodge. 

Renville. 

Faribault. 

Rice. 

Goodhue. 

Rock. 

Jackson. 

Stearns. 

Kandiyohi. 

Steele. 

Lac Qui Parle. 

Stevens. 

Lincoln. 

Swift. 

Lyon. 

Traverse. 

McLeod. 

Wabasha. 

Martin. 

Watonwan. 

Meeker. 

Yellow Medicine. 

Mower. 

Mississippi 

Bolivar. 

Leflore. 


Missouri 

Andrew. 

Buchanan. 

Audrain. 

Callaway. 

Bates. 

Carroll. 
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Missouri —Continued 


Cass. 

Nodaway. 

Chariton. 

Pettis.' 

Cooper. 

Pike. 

Gentry. 

Ralls. 

Henry. 

St. Charles. 

Howard. 

Saline. 

Johnson. 

Shelby. 

Lafayette. 

Vernon. 

Macon. 

Marion. 

Worth. 


Nebraska 

Washington. 

Ohio 

Allen. 

Medina. 

Ashland. 

Mercer. 

Auglaize. 

Montgomery. 

Delaware. 

Morrow. 

Erie. 

Paulding. 

Fayette. 

Pickaway. 

Greene. 

Putnam. 

Hancock. 

Sandusky. 

Hardin. 

Seneca. 

Henry. 

Union. 

Huron. 

Van Wert. 

Knox. 

Wayne. 

Licking. 

Marion. 

Williams. 


South Carolina 

Calhoun. 

Orangeburg. 


South Dakota 

Clay. 

Lincoln. 

Union. 


Tennessee 

Lauderdale. 

Obion. 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager, 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4477; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:47 a.m.] 


PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Tobacco Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
have been designated for tobacco crop 
insurance for the 1961 crop year. The 
type(s) of tobacco on which insurance 
is offered in each county is shown op¬ 
posite the name of the county. 

Connecticut 


Hartford_51, 52 

Florida 

Alachua_ 14 

Columbia _ 14 

Hamilton _ 14 

Madison _ 14 

Suwannee_ 14 

Georgia 

Bacon _ 14 

Berrien__ 14 

Brooks_ 14 

Bulloch___ 14 

Candler_ 14 

Coffee_ 14 

Colquitt _ 14 

Cook_ 14 

Irwin _ 14 

Lowndes _ 14 

Mitchell__ 14 

Pierce _ 14 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Georgia —Continued 


Tift_ 

Ware _ 

Worth _ 

Kentucky 

Adair _ 

Allen_ 

Anderson _ 

Barren_ 

Bath_ 

Bourbon _ 

Bracken_ 

Breckinridge_ 

Caldwell_ 

Calloway_ 

Casey _ 

Christian_ 

Clark _ 

Daviess_ 

Fleming__ 

Franklin_ 

Garrard_ 

Grant_ 

Graves_ 

Green_ 

Harrison _ 

Hart_ 

Henry_ 

Larue_ 

Lincoln _ 

Logan_ 

Mason _ 

Mercer_ 

Metcalfe _ 

Montgomery _ 

Nelson _ 

Nicholas _ 

Owen ___ 

Pendleton_ 

Pulaski _ 

Robertson _ 

Russell _ 

Scott ___ 

Simpson_ 

Spencer__ 

Todd_J_ 

Warren_ 

Washington _ 

Wayne_ 

Woodford _ 

Maryland 

Charles _ 

Calvert_ 

St. Marys_ 


Massachusetts 
Hampshire _ 


North Carolina 

Alamance_ 

Beaufort _ 

Bladen_ 

Brunswick _ 

Buncombe_ 

Caswell ___ 

Columbus_ 

Cumberland_ 

Davidson_ 

Duplin_ 

Edgecombe_ 

Forsyth_ 

Franklin_ 

Granville _ 

Greene ' _ 

Guilford _ 

Harnett_ 

Iredell _ 

Jones__ 

Johnston_ 

Lee_ 

Lenoir _ 

Madison_ 

Martin_ 

Moore _ 

Nash_ 

Person___ 

Pitt.. 

Robeson _ 

Rockingham _,_ 

Sampson_ 


14 

14 

14 


31 

__ 31,35 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 

22,31,35 

23.35 
31 

22.31.35 
31 

31.36 
31 
31 
31 
31 

23.31.35 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 

22.31.35 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 
31 

31,35 

31 

22,31,35 

31,35 

31 

31 

31 


32 

32 

32 


52 


11a 

12 

13 

13 

31 

11a 

13 

13 

11a 

12 

12 

11a 

lib 

lib 

12 

11a 

lib 

11a 

12 

12 

lib 

12 

31 

12 

lib 

12 

11a 

12 

13 

11a 

12 


North Carolina —Continued 


Stokes _ 11a 

Surry- lia 

Vance_ lib 

Wake _ lib 

Warren _ lib 

Wayne- 12 

Wilson _ 12 

Yadkin _ 11a 

Ohio 

Adams_ 31 

Brown _ 31 

Highland_ 31 

Pennsylvania 

Lancaster ___ 41 

Lebanon _ 41 


South Carolina 

Chesterfield_ 

Clarendon_ 

Darlington_ 

Dillon_ 

Florence _ 

Horry ___ 

Lee__ 

Marion_ 

Marlboro_-_ 

Sumter _ 

Williamsburg_ 


Tennessee 

Claiborne _ 

De Kalb.—.. 

Dickson_ 

Franklin _ 

Grainger_ 

Greene_ 

Hamblen__ 

Hawkins _*_ 

Johnson _ 

Loudon _ 

Marshall _ 

McMinn_ 

Maury _ 

Monroe _ 

Montgomery_ 

Obion_ 

Putnam_ 

Robertson_ 

Sevier_ 

Smith_ 

Stewart_ 

Sullivan_ 

Sumner_ 

Trousdale__ 

Unicoi ___ 

Washington_ 

Weakley_ 

Williamson_ 

Wilson__ 


13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 

13 


31 

31 

22 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

31 

22,31 

23,35 

31 

22,31,35 

31 

31 

__ 22,31 
31 

22,31,35 

31 

31 

31 

23,35 

31 

31 


Virginia 

Appomattox_ 

Brunswick_ 

Campbell_ 

Charlotte_ 

Cumberland_ 

Dinwiddie_ 

Halifax___ 

Lee _ L _ 

Lunenburg _ 

Mecklenburg _ 

Nottoway_ 

Pittsylvania_ 

Prince Edwards_ 

Russell_ 

Scott _ 

Washington_ 


11a, 21 
__ lla, 21 
__ lla, 21 
lla, 21 
lla, 21,37 
_ lla,21 
lla 
31 

~~I lla 
__ lla 
__ lla, 21 
_ lla 
lla, 21,37 
31 
31 
31 


Wisconsin 

Dane _ 

Vernon_'— 


54 

55 


(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516.) 


[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager, 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 
[F.R. Doc. 60-4478; Filed, May 17, 19 ° 0, 


8:48 a.m.] 
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PART 401—FEDERAL CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1961 
and Succeeding Crop Years 

Counties Designated for Wheat Crop 
Insurance; Appendix 

Pursuant to authority contained in 
§401.1 of the above-identified regula¬ 
tions, as amended, the following counties 
are hereby added to the list of counties 
published December 29, 1959, which 
were designated for wheat crop insur¬ 
ance for the 1961 crop year. 

California 


Yolo. 

Kansas 

Missouri 

Oklahoma 


Glenn. 

Jewell. 

Daviess. 

Woodward. 

(Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73, as amended, 77, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1506, 1516) 

[seal] F. N. McCartney, 

Manager , 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4479; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:48 a.m.l 


Chapter VIII—Commodity Stabiliza¬ 
tion Service (Sugar), Department of 
Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER G—DETERMINATION OF 
PROPORTIONATE SHARES 

[Sugar Determination 850.99, as Amended, 
Supp. 18] 


PART 850—DOMESTIC BEET SUGAR 
PRODUCING AREA 

Idaho Proportionate Share Areas and 
Farm Proportionate Shares for 1959 

Crop 


Pursuant to the provisions of the De¬ 
termination of Proportionate Shares for 
Farms in the Domestic Beet Sugar Area, 
1959 Crop (23 F.R. 7799; 24 F.R. 84, 
9707), the Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Idaho State Committee 
has issued the bases and procedures for 
dividing the State into proportionate 
share areas and establishing individual 
larm proportionate shares from the allo- 
u 11 of 8>7 ’ 914 acres established for 
Idaho by the determination. Copies of 
nese ba s es and procedures are avail- 
oie for public inspection at the office 
oi such committee at 1524 Vista Street, 
^oise, Idaho, and at the offices of the 
gnculturai Stabilization and Conser- 
nr!? n • Comnii ttees in the sugar beet 
Pioaucmg counties of Idaho. These 

following^ procedur es incorporate the 

§ 850.117 Idaho. . 

Proportionate share areas. Idaho 
,- n „, * )e divided into four proportionate 
n . areas as served by beet sugar com- 
pames These areas shall be designated 
s foliows; Nampa-Nyssa; Twin Falls, 
Zr£l Rupert ' Layton; Utah-Idaho; 
Iri „. F !. anklin County. Acreage allot-' 
jents for these areas shall be computed 
he basis of the average accredited 


acreage for the crop years 1955 through 
1958 for each area as a measure of 
“past production” and “ability to pro¬ 
duce” sugar beets, with pro rata adjust¬ 
ments to the State allocation of 87,914 
acres. This results in the following area 
acreage allocations: Nampa-Nyssa Area 
31,754 acres; Twin Falls, Burley-Rupert, 
Layton Area—35,746 acres; Utah-Idaho 
Area—15,268 acres; and Franklin County 
Area—5,146 acres. 

(b) Set-asides of acreage. Set-asides 
of acreage shall be made from area al¬ 
lotments as follows: For new producers— 
Nampa-Nyssa Area—318 acres; Twin 
Falls, Burley-Rupert, Layton Area—357 
acres; Franklin County Area—51 acres; 
and Utah-Idaho Area—153 acres; for 
appeals—Nampa-Nyssa Area—318 acres; 
Twin Falls, Burley-Rupert, Layton 
Area—357 acres; Franklin County 
Area—51 acres; and Utah-Idaho Area— 
153 acres. 

(c) Requests for proportionate shares. 
A request for each farm proportionate 
share shall be filed at the local ASC 
county office on form SU-100, Request 
for Sugar Beet Proportionate Shares, 
under the conditions, and on or before 
the closing date for such filing, as pro¬ 
vided in § 850.99. If a preliminary re¬ 
quest for a tentative farm proportionate 
share is filed, a fully completed form 
SU-100 shall be filed by March 17, 1959, 
before a proportionate share may be 
established for the farm. However, 
requests for proportionate shares may 
be accepted after such dates and shares 
may be established if the county com¬ 
mittee determines that in any such case 
the farm operator was prevented from 
filing a complete form SU-100 by such 
dates because of absence, illness or other 
reason beyond his control. 

(d) Establishment of individual farm 
proportionate shares for old-producers 
farms—( 1) Farm Bases. For each farm 
in the Nampa-Nyssa Area whose opera¬ 
tor is a tenant having a personal ac¬ 
credited acreage record other than as a 
new producer, during any of the crop 
years 1955-58, the 1959 base shall be 
the larger of the results of dividing by 
four, his total personal history record 
for such years, or the accredited acreage 
of the farm for such years. If the op¬ 
erator is a tenant who operated a farm 
for which a new-producer share was 
established in any of the years 1956-58, 
the 1959 base shall be the largest of the 
acreage resulting from dividing by four 
the total personal accredited acreage of 
such tenant for the years 1956 through 
1958, the result of dividing by four the 
total farm history for the years 1955 
through 1958, or the 1958-crop accred¬ 
ited acreage of the farm operated by 
him in 1958 but not to exceed the 1958 
established share for such farm. If the 
operator is the owner of the farm other 
than as a former new producer, or is a 
tenant without a personal history rec¬ 
ord, the 1959 base shall be the result of 
dividing by four the total accredited 
acreage record for the farm during the 
crop years 1955 through 1958. If the 
operator is the owner-operator of a farm 
for which a new-producer share was 
established in any of the years 1956-58, 
the 1959 farm base shall be the larger 


of the result of dividing by four the 1956 
through 1958 accredited acreage record 
of the farm or the 1958 accredited acre¬ 
age for the farm but not to exceed the 
1958 established share for the farm. 
For the Twin Falls, Burley-Rupert, Lay- 
ton Area and the Franklin County Area, 
the 1959 farm base shall be the result 
of dividing by three the 1955 through 

1957 accredited acreage record of the 
farm, except that for any such farm for 
winch a new-producer share was estab¬ 
lished in any of the years 1956-58, the 
farm base shall be the larger of the 1956- 
57 average accredited acreage or the 

1958 accredited acreage for the farm but 
not in excess of the 1958 established 
share for the farm. For the Utah- 
Idaho Area, the 1959 farm base shall 
be the result of dividing by four the 
1955 through 1958 accredited acreage of 
the farm, except that for any such farm 
for which a new-producer share was 
established in any of the years 1956-58 
the farm base shall be the larger of the 
1956-58 average accredited acreage, or 
the 1958 accredited acreage for the farm 
but not to exceed the 1958 established 
share for the farm. 

(2) Initial proportionate shares. For 
each of the Nampa-Nyssa and the Twin 
Falls, Burley-Rupert, Layton areas, the 
total of individual farm bases for old- 
producer farms, as established pursuant 
to this paragraph, is more than the area 
allotment minus the set-asides of acre¬ 
age established under paragraph (b) of 
this section. Accordingly, initial pro¬ 
portionate shares shall be established 
from the farm bases in each of such 
proportionate share areas by prorating 
to such farms in accordance with their 
respective bases, the area allotment less 
the prescribed set-asides. For the 
Nampa-Nyssa Atea, the proration factor 
shall be 0.963, and for the Twin Falls, 
Burley-Rupert Layton Area the prora¬ 
tion factor shall be 0.99. For each of 
the Utah-Idaho and the Franklin 
County areas, the total of individual 
farm bases for old producers, as estab¬ 
lished pursuant to this paragraph is less 
than the area allotment minus the set- 
asides of acreage established under 
paragraph (b) of this section. Ac¬ 
cordingly, in such areas the initial pro¬ 
portionate shares shall .coincide with the 
requested acreages for farms for which 
the respective requested acreages are 
equal to or less than farm bases, and for 
all other farms, initial shares shall be 
computed by prorating to such farms in 
accordance with* their respective bases, 
the area allotment less the prescribed 
set-asides and the total of the initial 
shares established so as to coincide with 
requested acreages. For the Utah- 
Idaho Area the proration factor shall be 
1.015 and for the Franklin County Area, 
the proration factor shall be 1.02. 

(3) Adjustments in initial shares. 
From acreage of initial shares in excess 
of requested acreages in each propor¬ 
tionate share area, adjustments shall be 
made in initial farm proportionate 
shares for old producers so as to estab¬ 
lish a proportionate share for each farm 
which is fair and equitable as compared 
with proportionate shares for all other 
farms in the area by taking into consid¬ 
eration the availability and suitability 
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of land, area of available fields, crop ro¬ 
tation, availability of irrigation water, 
adequacy of drainage, availability of pro¬ 
duction and marketing facilities and 
the production experience of the 
operator. 

(e) Establishment of individual pro¬ 
portionate shares for new-producer 
farms. Within the acreage set aside for 
new producers in each proportionate 
share area, proportionate shares shall 
be established in an equitable manner 
for farms to be operated during the 
1959-crop year by new producers (as 
defined in § 850.99). The State Com¬ 
mittee has determined that a 5.0-acre 
share is the minimum acreage which 
is economically feasible to plant as 
a new-producer farm share. In de¬ 
termining whether a farm for which a 
request is filed for a new-producer share 
may qualify for such a share, and to 
assist in establishing new-producer 
shares which are fair and equitable as 
to. relative size among qualified farms, 
the State Committee shall take into con¬ 
sideration availability and suitability of 
land, adequacy of drainage, the produc¬ 
tion experience of the operator, and the 
availability of production and market¬ 
ing facilities. In the consideration of 
the availability of such facilities, the 
combined costs of the producer and the 
processor for transporting beets from the 
farm to the nearest beet sugar factory, 
within broad rate limits, may be taken 
into account. The acreage available for 
establishing new-producer shares in 
each area shall be prorated, in minimum 
economic units, to counties within the 
area on the basis of the number of 
applicants within each county rated out¬ 
standing under the aforestated consider¬ 
ations. If there is insufficient acreage 
to establish shares in minimum eco¬ 
nomic units for all optstanding appli¬ 
cants in a county, the selection shall be 
made by lot. 

(f) Adjustments under appeals. 
Within the acreage set aside for making 
adjustments under appeals and any 
other acreage remaining unused in each 
proportionate share area, adjustments 
shall be made in proportionate shares 
under appeals to establish fair and 
equitable farm shares in accordance 
with the provisions of § 850.99 applicable 
to appeals. 

(g) Adjustments because of unused 
acreage . Any acreage made available 
during the 1959-crop season by under- 
planting or failure to plant proportion¬ 
ate share acreage on farms in any area, 
together with acreage prorated to the 
area by the ASC State Committee from 
unused set-asides of acreage or from 
other sources of unused acreage, shall 
first be made available to increase pro¬ 
portionate shares for other farms in 
such area having ability to utilize addi¬ 
tional acreage and if such acreage is not 
utilized within such area, it may be made 
available to other areas in the State 
wherein additional acreage may be used. 

(h) Notification of farm operators. 
The farm operator shall be notified con¬ 


cerning the proportionate share estab¬ 
lished for his farm on form SU-103, 
Notice of Farm Proportionate Share— 
1959 Sugar Beet Crop, even if the acre¬ 
age established is “none”. In each case 
of approved adjustment, whether result¬ 
ing from the release of acreage, the re¬ 
distribution of unused acreage, appeals 
or the reconstitution of the farm, the 
farm operator shall be notified regard¬ 
ing the adjusted proportionate share on 
a form SU-103-A or other similar writ¬ 
ten notice. For each tentative propor¬ 
tionate share which is established, the 
person filing the request for such share 
shall be notified on a form SU-103-B 
specifying that such tentative share does 
not constitute a farm proportionate 
share for the purpose of payment under 
the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended. 

(i) Redetermination of proportionate 
share. The proportionate share deter¬ 
mined for any farm which is subdivided 
into, combined with, or becomes a part 
of another farm or farms shall be rede¬ 
termined as provided in § 850.99. 

(j) Determination provisions prevail. 
The bases and procedures set forth in 
this section are issued in accordance 
with and subject to the provisions of 
§ 850.99. 

Statement of Bases and Considerations 

This supplement sets forth the bases 
and procedures established by the Agri¬ 
cultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Idaho State Committee for determining 
farm proportionate shares in Idaho in 
accordance with the determination of 
proportionate shares for the 1959 crop of 
sugar beets, as issued by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Idaho is divided into four proportion¬ 
ate share areas. Recommendations on 
the operation of the sugar beet program 
are obtained at meetings which are open 
to representatives of processor and 
growers, as well as individual sugar beet 
producers. In establishing proportion¬ 
ate shares for old-producer farms, the 
factors of “past production” and “abil¬ 
ity to produce” sugar beets are measured 
by average accredited acreages for the 
crop years 1955-58 in the Nampa-Nyssa 
and Utah-Idaho-area and 1955-57 in the 
Twin Falls, Burley-Rupert, Layton and 
Franklin County areas, except that a 
more favorable formula is applied in 
cases involving new-producer shares in 
1956-58. 

The procedure for establishing farm 
shares for new producers meets the re¬ 
lated requirements of § 850.99. Five- 
acre shares are determined to be mini¬ 
mum economic units for new-producer 
farms. 

The bases and procedures for making 
adjustments in initial proportionate 
shares and for adjusting shares subse¬ 
quently because of unused acreage and 
appeals are designed to provide a fair and 
equitable proportionate share for each 
farm of the total acreage of sugar beets 
required to enable the domestic beet 
sugar area to meet its quota and provide 
a normal carryover inventory. 


(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1153. 
Interprets or applies secs. 301, 302, 61 Stat. 
929, 930 as amended; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1131,1132) 

Herbert A. Tiegs, 
Chairman, Agricultural Stabi¬ 
lization and Conservation 
Idaho State Committee . 

April 5,1960. 

Approved: May 2, 1960. 

Lawrence Myers, 

Director, Sugar Division, 
Commodity Stabilization 
Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4505; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.] 


[Sugar Determination 850.99, as Amended, 
Supp. 19] 


PART 850—DOMESTIC BEET SUGAR 
PRODUCING AREA 


Oregon Proportionate Share Areas 
and Farm Proportionate Shares for 
1959 Crop 

Pursuant to the provisions of the De¬ 
termination of Proportionate Shares for 
Farms in the Domestic Beet Sugar Area, 
1959 Crop (23 F.R. 7799; 24 F.R. 84, 9707), 
The Agricultural Stabilization and Con¬ 
servation Oregon State Committee has 
issued the bases and procedures for divid¬ 
ing the State into proportionate share 
areas and establishing individual farm 
proportionate shares from the allocation 
of 19,555 acres established for Oregon by 
the determination. Copies of these 
bases and procedures are available for 
public inspection at the office of such 
Committee at the Ross Building, 209 
Southeast Fifth Avenue, Portland, Ore¬ 
gon, and at the offices of the Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Commit¬ 
tees in the sugar beet producing counties 
of Oregon. These bases and procedures 
incorporate the following; 


§ 850.118 Oregon. 

(a) Proportionate share areas. Ore¬ 
gon shall be divided into two proportion¬ 
ate share areas as served by the two beet 
sugar companies. These areas shall be 
designated as the Nampa-Nyssa Area and 
the Umatilla Area. Acreage allotments 
for these areas shall be computed on the 
basis of the average accredited acreage 
for the crop years 1955 through 1957 for 
each area as a measure of “past produc¬ 
tion” and “ability to produce” sugar 
beets, with pro rata adjustments to the 
State allocation of 19,555 acres. Th is 
results in the following area acreage allo¬ 
cations: Nampa-Nyssa Area—l",09o 
acres and Umatilla Area—2,460 acres. 

(b) Set-asides of acreage. Set-aside 

of acreage shall be made from area allot¬ 
ments as follows: Nampa-Nyssa Area 
341 acres for new producers, 180 acie 
for appeals, and 0 acres for adjustmen 
in initial shares; Umatilla Area-- 
acres for new producers, 23 acres i 
appeals, and 27 acres for adjustments 
initial shares. . 

(c) Requests for proportionate snar • 
A request for each farm proportion 
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share shall be filed at the local ASC 
county office on form SU-100, Request 
for Sugar Beet Proportionate Share, 
under the conditions, and on or before 
the closing date for such filing, provided 
in § 850.99. If a preliminary request for 
a tentative farm proportionate share is 
filed as provided in § 850.99, a fully com¬ 
pleted form SU-100 shall be filed by 
March 17, 1959. However, requests for 
proportionate shares may be accepted 
after such dates and shares may be es¬ 
tablished if the county committee deter¬ 
mines that in any such case the farm 
operator was prevented from filing a 
completed form SU-100 by such dates 
because of absence, illness or other rea¬ 
sons beyond his control. 

(d) Establishment of individual pro¬ 
portionate shares for old-producer 
farms— (1)' Farm bases —(i) Nampa - 
Nyssa area. For each farm whose oper¬ 
ator is a tenant with a personal accred¬ 
ited acreage record during at least one 
of the crop years 1955-57 other than as 
a new producer, the 1959 base shall be 
the larger of the results of dividing by 
three, his personal accredited acreage 
record for the crop years 1955 through 
1957, and the total accredited acreage 
record for the crop years 1955 through 
1957 of the farm he will operate in 1959. 
If the operator is the owner of the farm 
other than as a former new producer, or 
is a tenant without a personal accredited 
acreage record during at least one of the 
crop years 1955-57, the 1959 base shall 
be determined by dividing by three the 
accredited acreage record of the farm 
during the crop years 1955 through 1957. 
If the operator is a tenant who operated 
a farm for which a new-producer share 
was established in 1956-1958, the 1959 
farm base shall be the largest of the 
result of dividing by three the personal 
accredited acreage record of such tenant 
for the crop years 1955-57, the 1958-crop 
accredited acreage of the farm operated 

iqko m in 1958 p ut not to exceed the 
1958-crop share established for such 
farm, or the result of dividing by three 
me landowner’s share of the crops dur¬ 
ing the base period on the farm such 
tenant will operate in 1959. If the op¬ 
erator is the owner-operator of a farm 
^ ich a new-producer share was 
established in 1956-1958, the 1959 farm 
rase shall be the larger of the result of 
aividing by three the total accredited 
e^reage record of the farm for the crop 
years 1956 through 1957, or the 1958- 
acc redited acreage of the farm but 

f xceed the 1958-crop share estab¬ 
lished for the farm. 

Umatilla area- For each farm 
S operator is a tenant having a per- 
at w accre ^ited acreage record during 
othii one of the cr °P years 1956-58 
ba^ ci a new P r °ducer, the 1959 

dividw 1! b iL the larger of the results of 
arrp Q ? g by three> his Personal accredited 
58 S r !? ord for the crop years 1956- 
> and the total accredited 


reomvi awicmwju acreage 

1958 t i le crop years 1956 through 
If n, 01 the farm he wil1 operate in 1959. 
oth av" operator is the owner of the farm 
is a + thar \ as a former new producer, or 
arrAo enant withou t personal accredited 
crrvn ? e record during at least one of the 
years 1956-58, the 1959 farm base 
No. 97-2 


shall be the result of dividing by three 
the total accredited acreage record of 
the farm for the crop years 1956-58, ex¬ 
cept that only 50 percent of the farm’s 
accredited acreage record will be used 
for any of the crop years 1956-58 which 
a former tenant is using as a basis of 
personal history for a 1959-crop share 
on another farm. If the operator is a 
tenant who operated a farm for which 
a new-producer share was established in 
1957 or 1958, the 1959 farm base shall be 
the largest of the result of dividing by 
three the personal accredited acreage 
record of such tenant for the crop years 
1957-58, the 1958-crop accredited acre¬ 
age of the farm operated by him in 1958 
but not to exceed the 1958-crop share 
established for such farm, or the result 
of dividing by three the landowner’s 
share of the 1956-58 crops on the farm 
such tenant will operate in 1959. If the 
operator is the owner-operator of a farm 
for which a new producer share was es¬ 
tablished in 1957 or 1958, the 1959 farm 
base shall be the larger of the result of 
dividing by three the total accredited 
acreage record of the farm for the crop 
years 1957-1958, or the 1958-crop ac¬ 
credited acreage of the farm but not to 
exceed the 1958-crop share established 
for the farm. 

(2) Initial proportionate shares. For 
each proportionate share area, the total 
of individual farm bases for old- 
producer farms, as established pursuant 
to this paragraph, is less than the area 
allotment minus the set-asides of acre¬ 
age established under paragraph (b) of 
this section. Accordingly, initial pro¬ 
portionate shares shall be established 
from the farm bases in each proportion¬ 
ate share area as follows: For farms for 
which the respective requested acreages 
are equal to or less than their farm 
bases, the initial shares shall coincide 
with the requested acreages; for each 
farm with a base of less than 8.0 acres, 
the initial share shall equal the smaller 
of 8.0 acres or the requested acreage; and 
for all other farms, initial shares shall be 
computed by prorating to such farms, in 
accordance with their respective bases, 
the area allotment less the prescribed 
set-asides and the total of the initial 
shares established in accordance with 
the preceding part of this subparagraph. 
The proration factor for each area shall 
be 1.000. 

(3) Adjustments in initial shares. 
Within the acreage available from the 
set-aside for adjustments, and from 
acreage of initial shares in excess of 
requested acreages in each proportionate 
share area, adjustments shall be made 
in initial farm proportionate shares for 
old producers so as to establish a pro¬ 
portionate share for each farm which is 
fair and equitable as compared with pro¬ 
portionate shares for all other farms in 
the area by taking into consideration 
availability and suitability of land, area 
of available fields, crop rotation, availa¬ 
bility of irrigation water, adequacy of 
drainage, availability of production and 
marketing facilities, and the production 
experience of the operator. 

(e) Establishment of individual pro¬ 
portionate shares for new-producer 
farms. Within the acreage set aside for 


new producers in each proportionate 
share area, proportionate shares shall be 
established in an equitable manner for 
farms to be operated during the 1959- 
crop year by new producers (as defined in 
§ 850.99). The State Committee has de¬ 
termined that an 8.0-acre share is the 
minimum acreage which is economically 
feasible to plant as a new-producer farm 
share. In determining whether a farm 
for which a request is filed for a new- 
producer share may qualify for such a 
share, and to assist in establishing new- 
producer shares which are fair and equi¬ 
table as to relative size among qualified 
farms, the State Committee shall take 
into consideration availability and suit¬ 
ability of land, availability of irrigation 
water, adequacy of drainage, the produc¬ 
tion experience of the operator, and the 
availability of production and marketing 
facilities. If the available acreage is in¬ 
sufficient for establishing shares in mini¬ 
mum economic units for all well-qualified 
applicants, selection shall be made by lot. 

(f) Adjustments under appeals. With¬ 
in the acreage set aside for making ad¬ 
justments under appeals and any other 
acreage remaining unused in each pro¬ 
portionate share area, adjustments shall 
be made in proportionate shares under 
appeals to establish fair and equitable 
farm shares in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of § 850.99, applicable to appeals. 

(g) Adjustments because of unused 
acreage. Any acreage made available 
during the 1959-crop season by under- 
planting or failure to plant proportion¬ 
ate share acreage on farms in any county 
shall be reported to the ASC State Com¬ 
mittee. Acreages so reported in an area, 
together with available acreages from 
unused set-asides or from other sources 
of unused acreage, shall be prorated inso¬ 
far as practicable, on the basis of estab¬ 
lished shares, to farms in the area 
whereon additional acreage may be used. 
Any such acreage remaining unused in 
the area shall then be available for allo¬ 
cation by such committee to the other 
area if farms located therein are capable 
of utilizing more proportionate share 
acreage. 

(h) Notification of farm operators. 
The farm operator shall be notified con¬ 
cerning the proportionate share estab¬ 
lished for his farm on form SU-103, 
Notice of Farm Proportionate Share— 
1959 Sugar Beet Crop, even if the acreage 
established is “none”. In each case of 
approved adjustment, whether resulting 
from the release'of acreage, the redistri¬ 
bution of unused acreage, appeals or the 
reconstitution of the farm, the farm op¬ 
erator shall be notified regarding the 
adjusted proportionate share on a form 
SU-103-A or other similar written 
notice. For each tentative proportionate 
share which is established,~ the person 
filing the request for such share shall be 
notified on a form SU-103-B specifying 
that such tentative share does not con¬ 
stitute a farm proportionate share for 
the purpose of payment under the Sugar 
Act of 1948, as amended. 

(i) Redetermination of proportionate 
share. The proportionate share deter¬ 
mined for any farm which is subdivided 
into, combined with, or becomes a part 
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of another farm or farms shall be rede¬ 
termined as provided in § 850.99. 

(j) Determination provisions prevail. 
The bases and procedures set forth in 
this section are issued in accordance with 
and subject to the provisions of § 850.99. 

Statement of Bases and Considerations 

This supplement sets forth the bases 
and procedures established by the Agri¬ 
cultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Oregon State Committee for determining 
farm proportionate shares in Oregon in 
accordance with the determination of 
proportionate shares for the 1959 crop of 
sugar beets, as issued by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Oregon is divided into two areas. Ad¬ 
visory committees, including grower and 
processor representatives, are utilized. 
In establishing proportionate shares for 
old producers, the factors of “past pro¬ 
duction” and “ability to produce” sugar 
beets are measured by average accredited 
acreages for the crop years 1955-57 in the 
Nampa-Nyssa Area and 1956-58 in the 
Umatilla Area, except that a more favor¬ 
able formula is applied in cases involving 
new-producer shares in 1956, 1957 or 
1958 in the Nampa-Nyssa Area or in 1957 
or 1958 in the Umatilla Area. 

The procedure for establishing farm 
shares for new producers meets the re¬ 
lated requirements of § 850.99. Eight- 
acre shares are determined to be mini¬ 
mum economic units for new farms. 

The bases and procedures for making 
adjustments in initial proportionate 
shares and for adjusting shares sub¬ 
sequently because of unused acreage and 
appeals, are designed to provide a fair 
and equitable proportionate share for 
each farm of the total acreage of sugar 
beets required to enable the domestic 
beet sugar area to meet its quota and 
provide a normal carryover inventory. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1153. 
Interprets or applies secs. 301, 302, 61 Stat. 
929, 930 as amended; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1131, 1132) 

Jens Terjeson, 

Chairman, Agricultural Stabili¬ 
zation and Conservation Ore¬ 
gon State Committee . 

March 8, 1960. 

Approved; May 2, 1960. 

Lawrence Myers, 

Director , Sugar Division, 
Commodity Stabilization 
Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4506; Filed, May 17, I960; 

8:51 a.m.] 


[Sugar Determination 850.99, as Amended, 
Supp. 21] 

PART 850—DOMESTIC BEET SUGAR 
PRODUCING AREA 

California Proportionate Share Areas 
and Farm Proportionate Shares for 
1959 Crop 

Pursuant to the provisions of the De¬ 
termination of Proportionate Shares for 
Farms in the Domestic Beet Sugar Area, 
1959 Crop (23 F.R. 7799; 24 F.R. 84, 
9707), the Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation California State Commit¬ 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

tee has issued the bases and procedures 
for dividing the State into proportionate 
share areas and establishing individual 
farm proportionate shares from the al¬ 
location of 201,119 acres established for 
California by the determination. Copies 
of these bases and procedures are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the office 
of such Committee at 2020 Milvia Street, 
Berkeley, California, and at the offices 
of the Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Committees in the sugar 
beet producing counties of California. 
These bases and procedures incorporate 
the following: 

§ 850.120 California. 

(a) Proportionate share areas. Cali¬ 
fornia shall be divided into two propor¬ 
tionate share areas, one of which shall 
comprise all of California except Im¬ 
perial County and the other shall be 
Imperial County. These areas shall be 
designated the “Northern Area” and the 
“Imperial Area”, respectively. Acreage 
allotments for these areas shall be com¬ 
puted by applying to the sugar beet 
acreage record for each area a weighting 
of 50 percent to the average accredited 
acreage for the crops of 1955 through 
1958, as a measure of “past production”, 
and a weighting of 50 percent to the 
average accredited acreage for the crops 
of 1957 and 1958 as a measure of “ability 
to produce”, with pro rata adjustments 
to a total of 201,119 acres. Acreage al¬ 
lotments computed as aforestated are 
established as follows: Northern Area— 
157,759 acres, and Imperial Area— 
43,360 acres. 

(b) Set-asides of acreage. Set-asides 
of acreage shall be made from area al¬ 
lotments as follows: Northern Area— 
3,155 acres for new producers, 3,155 acres 
for appeals and 4,733 acres for adjust¬ 
ments in initial shares; Imperial Area— 
433 acres for new producers, 867 acres 
for appeals, and 2,730 acres for adjust¬ 
ments in initial shares. 

(c) Requests for proportionate shares. 
A request for each farm proportionate 
share shall be filed at the local ASC 
County Office on Form SU-100, Request 
for Sugar Beet Proportionate Share, 
under the conditions, and on or before 
the closing date of such filing, as pro¬ 
vided in § 850.99. If a preliminary re¬ 
quest for a tentative farm proportionate 
share is filed, a fully-completed Form 
SU-100 shall be filed by May 26, 1959, 
for Imperial County and by December 
30, 1958 for all other counties. How¬ 
ever, requests for proportionate shares 
may be accepted after such dates and 
shares may be established if the county 
committee determines that in any such 
case the farm operator was prevented 
from filing a completed Form SU-100 by 
such dates because of absence, illness or 
other reason beyond his control. 

(d) Establishment of individual pro¬ 
portionate shares for old-producer 
farms —(1) Farm bases —(i) Northern 
area. If the 1959 operator of the farm 
in this area is a tenant having a personal 
accredited acreage record within such 
area for any of the crop years 1955 
through 1958, the farm base shall be the 
larger of the result of dividing by four 
his total personal accredited acreage for 
the years 1955 through 1958, or divid¬ 


ing by four the landowner’s shares of 
the accredited acreages on the farm for 
the years 1955 through 1958, except that 
if a new-producer share was established 
for the farm he operated in one of the 
years 1956, 1957 or 1958, the 1959 farm 
base shall be the largest of the result 
of dividing by four the personal ac¬ 
credited acreage record of such tenant 
for the crop years 1956-58, the 1958-crop 
accredited acreage of the farm operated 
by him but not to exceed the 1958-crop 
share established for such farm, or the 
result of dividing by four the landowner’s 
shares of the accredited acreages on the 
farm during the years 1955-58. If the 
1959 operator is a tenant without a per¬ 
sonal accredited acreage record in any 
of the crop years 1955-58 or is the owner 
of the farm, the 1959 base shall be the 
result of dividing by four the landown¬ 
er’s shares of the accredited acreages 
on the farm for the years 1955-58, except 
that if a new-producer share was estab¬ 
lished for such farm while operated by 
such owner in one of the years 1956 
through 1958, the 1959 base shall be the 
larger of the result of dividing by four 
the total accredited acreage record of 
the farm for the years 1956-58, or the 
1958-crop accredited acreage of the farm 
but not to exceed the 1958-crop share 
established for the farm. 

(ii) Imperial area. If the 1959 oper¬ 
ator of the farm in this area is a tenant 
having a personal accredited acreage 
record within such area for any of the 
crop years 1955 through 1957, the farm 
base shall be the larger of the result 
of dividing by three his total personal 
accredited acreage for the years 1955 
through 1957, or dividing by three the 
landowner’s shares of the accredited 
acreages on the farm for the years 1955 
through 1957, except that if a new- 
producer share was established for the 
farm he operated in one of the years 
1956, 1957, or 1958, the 1959 farm base 
shall be the largest of the result of di¬ 
viding by three the personal accredited 
acreage record of such tenant for the 
crop years 1956-57, the 1958-crop ac¬ 
credited acreage of the farm operated 
by him but not to exceed the 1958 -crop 
share established for such farm, or the 
result of dividing by three the landown¬ 
er’s shares of the accredited acreages on 
the farm during the years 1955-57. If 
the 1959 operator is a tenant without a 
personal accredited acreage record m 
any of the crop years 1955-57 or is the 
owner of the farm, the 1959 base shall 
be the result of dividing by three the 
landowner’s shares of the accredited 
acreages on the farm for the years 1955- 
57, except that if a new-producer share 
was established for such farm while op¬ 
erated by such owner in one of the years 
1956 through 1958, the 1959 base shall 
be the larger of the result of dividing 
by three the total accredited acreage^rec¬ 
ord of the farm for the years 1956-5/, 
or the 1958-crop accredited acreage oi 
the farm but not to exceed the 1958 -crop 
share established for the farm. 

(2) Initial proportionate shares. For 
each proportionate share area, the total 
of individual farm bases for old-producer 
farms, as established pursuant to tms 
paragraph, is less than the area a110 ^' 
ment minus the set-asides of acreag 
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established under paragraph (b) of this 
section. Accordingly, initial proportion¬ 
ate shares shall be established from the 
farm bases in each proportionate share 
area as follows: For farms for which the 
respective requested acreages are equal 
to or less than their farm bases, the 
initial shares shall coincide with the 
requested acreages, and for all other 
farms, initial shares shall be computed 
by prorating to such farms in accord¬ 
ance with their respective bases, the area 
allotment less the prescribed set-asides 
and the total of the initial shares estab¬ 
lished so as to coincide with requested 
acreages. The proration factors for the 
areas shall be as follows: Northern 
Area— 1.01878 and Imperial Area— 
1.0244. 


(3) Adjustments in initial shares. 
Within the acreage available from the 
set-aside for adjustments, and from 
acreage of initial shares in excess of 
requested acreages in each proportionate 
share area, adjustments shall be made 
in initial farm proportionate shares for 
old producers so as to establish a pro¬ 
portionate share for each farm which 
is fair and equitable as compared with 
proportionate shares for all other farms 
in the area by taking into consideration 
availability and suitability of land, area 
of available fields, crop rotation, avail¬ 
ability of irrigation water, adequacy of 
drainage, availability of production and 
marketing facilities, and the production 
experience of the operator. In Imperial 
County, preference shall be given in 
making adjustments for all farms for 
which the relatively smallest shares 
would otherwise be established by in¬ 
creasing such shares to the smaller of 
25 percent of the cropland of the farm, 
or 35 acres. These limits were deter¬ 
mined on the basis of the acreage set 
aside, the size of proportionate shares 
for small farms and of sugar beet opera¬ 
tions of small producers in the area, and 
the aforestated general considerations. 

(e) Establishment of individual pro¬ 
portionate shares for new-producer 
Jarms. Within the acreage set aside for 
new producers in each proportionate 
snare area, proportionate shares shall be 
established in an equitable manner for 
iarms to be operated during the 1959- 
orop year by new producers (as defined 
} f 850.99). The State Committee has 
aetei-rniHg^ that the minimum acreage 
wmch is economically feasible to plant 
r? a new-producer farm share shall be 
ne smaller of 25 acres or 25 percent of 
the cropland on the farm for the North¬ 
ern Area, and the smaller of 35 acres or 
fnr*f£ Ce ? t of ? he cr °Pfand on the farm 
Imperial Area. In determining 
gipj nnr a farm for which a request is 
miou* °J a new -P r °ducer share may 
pfv y * or suc h a share, and to assist in 
establishing new-producer shares which 
je iair and equitable as to relative size 
^nong qualified farms, the State Com- 
av _.? e , sha11 take into consideration 
ai^bihty and suitability of land, ade- 
PYnQ y . of drainage, the production 
of the operator, and the 
* b *ty of Production and marketing 

eqtaKv^!'. The acrea se available for 
establishing new-producer shares in 


each area shall be prorated to counties 
on the basis of equal weight to the total 
of the old-producer farm bases and the 
number of requests for new-producer 
shares within each county. Preference 
shall be given by establishing shares (not 
limited to the minimum as established 
above) for farms whose operators have 
had significant previous sugar beet pro¬ 
duction experience, and if there is insuf¬ 
ficient acreage to establish shares in 
minimum economic units for all of them, 
the selections shall be made by lot. If 
acreage is available for establishing 
shares for well-qualified applicants, but 
not for all of them, selections shall be 
made by lot. 

(f) Adjustments under appeals. 
Within the acreage set aside for making 
adjustments under appeals and any other 
acreage remaining unused in each pro¬ 
portionate share area, adjustments shall 
be made in proportionate shares under 
appeals to establish fair and equitable 
farm shares in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of § 850.99, applicable to appeals. 

(g) Adjustments because of unused 
acreage. To the extent of acreage avail¬ 
able within the allotment for each pro¬ 
portionate share area from underplant¬ 
ing and failure to plant, and unused 
acreage from set-asides and other 
sources adjustments shall be made in 
farm proportionate shares during the 
1959-crop season. However, any acreage 
released by producers in any county prior 
to the beginning of planting shall be used 
to increase small proportionate shares 
in the county so as to promote the more 
efficient operation of farms. First con¬ 
sideration shall be given to shares too 
small for economical operation; then 
consideration shall be given to shares 
which are small in comparison with those 
for similar farms. In no case shall the 
increases in proportionate shares in the 
Northern Area be larger than 50 percent 
of the established share for the farm, 
except that shares for farms having more 
than 160 acres of cropland may be in¬ 
creased to 40 acres, and shares for farms 
having less than 160 acres of cropland 
may be increased to 20 acres. In the Im¬ 
perial Area, no increase from released 
acreage greater than the smaller of 25 
percent of the cropland on the farm or 35 
acres shall be granted until all producers 
who have requested additional acreage 
have received the smaller of that much 
increase or their requested acreage. Any 
proportionate share acreage remaining 
unused in the Northern Area on March 
1, 1959, shall, insofar as practicable, be 
prorated by the ASC State Committee, on 
the basis of total established shares 
within counties, to counties in the area 
with farms capable of utilizing more pro¬ 
portionate share acreage. If it becomes 
evident that all acreage allotted to an 
area will not be utilized in the area, the 
unused acreage may be made available 
to the other area by the ASC State Com¬ 
mittee. 

(h) Notification of farm operators. 
The farm operator shall be notified con¬ 
cerning the proportionate share estab¬ 
lished for his farm on Form SU-103, 
Notice of Farm Proportionate Share— 
1959 Sugar Beet Crop, evefi if the acreage 
established is “none”. In each case of 


approved adjustment, whether resulting 
from the release of acreage, the redistri¬ 
bution of unused acreage, appeals or the 
reconstitution of the farm, the farm 
operator shall be notified regarding the 
adjusted proportionate share on a Form 
SU-103-A or other similar written notice. 
For each tentative proportionate share 
which is established, the person filing the 
request for such share shall be notified 
on a Form SU-103-B specifying that such 
tentative share does not constitute a 
farm proportionate share for the purpose 
of payment under the Sugar Act of 1948, 
as amended. 

(i) Redetermination of proportionate 
share. The proportionate share deter¬ 
mined for any farm which is subdivided 
into, combined with, or becomes a part 
of another farm or farms shall be re¬ 
determined as provided in § 850.99. 

(j) Determination provisions prevail. 
The bases and procedures set forth in 
this section are issued in accordance with 
and subject to the provisions of § 850.99. 

Statement of Bases and Considerations 

This supplement sets forth the bases 
and procedures established by the Agri¬ 
cultural Stabilization and Conservation 
California State Committee for de¬ 
termining farm proportionate shares in 
California in accordance with the de¬ 
termination of proportionate shares for 
the 1959 crop of sugar beets, as issued 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

California is divided into the same two 
areas. Advisory committees, including 
grower and processor representatives, 
are utilized. In establishing propor¬ 
tionate shares for old producers, the 
factors of “past production” and “ability 
to produce” sugar beets are measured by 
applying formulas to the accredited 
acreages for the crop years 1955-58 for 
the Northern Area and 1955-57 for the 
imperial Area, except that a more favor¬ 
able formula is applied in cases involving 
new-producer shares in 1956, 1957, or 
1958. 

The procedure for establishing farm 
shares for new producers meets the re¬ 
lated requirements of § 850.99. 

The bases and procedures for making 
adjustments in initial proportionate 
shares and for adjusting shares subse¬ 
quently because of unused acreage and 
appeals, are designed to provide a fair 
and equitable proportionate share for 
each farm of the total acreage of sugar 
beets required to enable the domestic 
beet sugar area to meet its quota and 
provide a normal carryover inventory. 

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1153. In¬ 
terprets or applies secs. 301, 302, 61 Stat. 929, 
930, as amended; 7 U.S.C. Sup. 1131, 1132) 

Joseph L. Puppo, 
Chairman, Agricultural Stabili- 
zation and Conservation Cal¬ 
ifornia State Committee. 

March 18, 1960. 

Approved: May 2, 1960. 

Lawrence Myers, 

Director, Sugar Division, 
Commodity Stabilization 
. Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4507; Filed, May 17, I960;' 

8:51 a.m.] 
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter 111—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 393; Amdt. 154] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Alouette II SE 3130 Helicopters 

Cracks have been found in the tail 
rotor blades (34.40.000 and 34.60.000) of 
Alouette helicopters. Failure of the tail 
rotor blades causes loss of directional 
control. Since safety is affected by this 
type of failure, it is necessary to require 
repetitive inspection of the blades and 
replacement if cracking or bonding sep¬ 
aration is found. Also a blade life limit 
is specified. 

In the interest of safety the Admin¬ 
istrator finds that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable and 
that good cause exists for making this 
amendment effective upon publication in 
the Federal Register. 

In consideration of the foregoing 
§ 507.10(a) (14 CFR Part 507) is hereby 
amended by adding the following new 
airworthiness directive: 

Sud Aviation. Applies to all Alouette II SE 
3130 equipped with tail rotor blade 
model numbers 34.40.000 and 34.60.000. 

Compliance required each five hours of 
time in service. 

(a) Visually inspect the upper and lower 
blade surfaces to determine that the blade 
cuff and skin are free from cracks at the 
attachment bolts. 

(b) Check the end of the reinforcement 
plate for bonding separation by exerting 
light thumb pressure on the blade immedi¬ 
ately outboard of the plate. 

(c) If evidence of cracking or bonding 
separation is found blades must be replaced 
prior to further flight. 

(d) All blade numbers 34.40.000 and 
34.60.000 must be retired at 2,500 hours of 
service time. 

(Sud Aloutte Helicopter Service Bulletin 
No. 34.11.138B covers the same subject in 
Part D.) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive upon date of its publication in the 
Federal Register. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 
776; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 
12,1960. 


E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 60-4440; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION 
> REGULATONS 

[Airspace Docket No. 59-WA-441] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

Modification of Federal Airway 

On March 5,1960, a Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (25 F.R. 1959) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to modify the segment of VOR 


Federal airway No. 161 between Tulsa, 
Okla., and Butler, Mo. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 
The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Associa¬ 
tion, however, suggested that a review 
of the location of the Oswego VOR be 
made to determine if a more appropriate 
location for this VOR would be to the 
southwest of its present site. In select¬ 
ing a site for the Oswego VOR, the 
Federal Aviation Agency gave full con¬ 
sideration to locating it in the area 
suggested by the AOPA. After an ex¬ 
tensive survey, it was determined that 
locating the Oswego VOR at its present 
site would provide the most effective 
and efficient navigational service. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ment having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the Notice, 
the following action is taken: 

In the text of § 600.6161 (24 F.R. 10519, 
25 F.R. 858), ‘"Tulsa, Okla., omnirange 
station; Butler, Mo., omnirange station;” 
is deleted and “Tulsa, Okla., VORTAC; 
Oswego, Kans., VOR; Butler, Mo., VOR;” 
is substituted therefor. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 11, 


1960. 


D. D. Thomas, 
Director , Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 


[F.R. Doc. 60-4442; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-LA-28] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification of Control Area 
Extension and Control Zone 

On February 19, 1960, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (25 F.R. 1493) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to modify the Redmond, Oregon, 
control area extension and the Redmond- 
Roberts Field control zone. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendments. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the rules herein adopted, and due 
consideration has been given to all rele¬ 
vant matter presented. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, therefore, 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 
and for the reasons stated in the Notice, 
the following actions are taken; 


1. Section 601.1349 (24 F.R. 10565) is 
amended to read: 

§ 601.1349 Control area extension (Red¬ 
mond, Oreg.). 

Within 5 miles either side of the Red¬ 
mond RR NW and SE courses extending 
from 17 miles NW to 15 miles SE of the 
RR; and within 5 miles either side of the 
Redmond VOR 090° True and 270° True 
radials extending from 17 miles W to 8 
miles E of the VOR. 

§ 601.1983 [Amendment] 

2. In the text of § 601.1983 (24 F.R. 
10570) “Redmond, Oreg.: Redmond- 
Roberts Field.” is deleted. 

3. In Part 601 (24 F.R. 10530) 

§ 601.2468 is added to read: 

§ 601.2468 Redmond, Oreg., control 
zone. 

Within a 5-mile radius of the geo¬ 
graphical center of Redmond-Roberts 
Field (latitude 44° 15'11" N., longitude 
121°08'55" W.) and within 2 miles either 
side of the 090° True radial of the 
Redmond VOR extending from the 5- 
mile radius zone to the VOR. 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 
11, 1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4443; Filed, May 17, I960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-WA-179] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

Modification and Extension of Federal 
Airways and Associated Control 
Areas 

On September 30, 1959, a Notice of 
Proposed Rule-Making was published 1 m 
the Federal Register (24 F.R. 7881) 
stating that the Federal Aviation Agency 
was considering an amendment to 
§§ 600.6002 and 601.6002 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator which would 
modify the segment of VOR Federal air¬ 
way No. 2, and its associated conti 
areas, between Albany, N.Y., and Boston, 

j^ ass 

As stated in the Notice, Victor 2 pres- 
ently extends from Seattle, Wash., 
Boston. The original proposal as Po¬ 
lished in the Notice provided for 
redesignation of Victor 2 from the a- 
bany VOR via the intersection of 
Albany VOR 075° True and the Keene, 
N.H., VOR 285° True radials, the Keen 
VOR, the Manchester, N.H., VOR, to 
Ipswich, Mass., Intersection (the i n 
section of the Manchester VOR 
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Tine and the Boston VOR 014° True 
radials), to provide a dual route struc¬ 
ture with VOR Federal airway No. 14 
east of Albany for air traffic departing 
and arriving the Boston Terminal area. 
This action would have the effect of 
eliminating the airway between the 
Gardner, Mass., VOR, and the Boston 
VOR, to avoid the area in which the 
establishment of a Restricted Area/Mil¬ 
itary Climb Corridor for the Bedford, 
Mass., AFB, was proposed. The Air 
Transport Association objected to the 
elimination of this segment of airway 
as such action would set aside for the 
exclusive use of military operations at 
the Bedford-Hanscom Airport a consid¬ 
erable segment of the airspace into 
which the Boston terminal traffic flow 
is compressed. However, it has now been 
determined that there is no longer a 
requirement for a Restricted Area/Mili¬ 
tary Climb Corridor at the Bedford 
APB. Therefore, the segment of Victor 
2 between the Gardner VOR and the 
Boston VOR is being retained, but is be¬ 
ing redesignated direct, station to sta¬ 
tion. Additionally, by amending §§ 
600.6072 and 601.6072 of the regulations 
of the Administrator, the airway pro¬ 
posed in the Notice between the Albany 
VOR and the Ipswich Intersection is be¬ 
ing designated as an extension of VOR 
Federal airway No. 72. This action will 
result in the segment of Victor 2 being 
designated from the Gardner VOR direct 
to the Boston VOR and Victor 72 and its 
associated control areas being extended 
from the Albany VOR via the intersec¬ 
tion of the Albany VOR 075° True and 
the Keene VOR 285° True radials, the 
Keene VOR, the Manchester VOR, to the 
Ipswich Intersection. The control areas 
associated with Victor 2 are so desig¬ 
nated that they will automatically con¬ 
form to the modified airway. Accord¬ 
ingly, no amendment relating to such 
control areas is necessary. Coincident 
with this action, the caption to § 600.6002 
is being changed to more accurately de¬ 
scribe the airway. 

No other adverse comments were re¬ 
ceived regarding the proposed amend¬ 
ments. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted, and 
aue consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
Administrator (24 F.R. 4530) 

8 600.6002 (24 F.R. 10503); § 600.6072 
10513 ’ 25 F - R - 855 >; and 

601.6072 (24 F.R. 10600) are amended 
as follows: 

1. Section 600.6002 VOR Federal air - 
nay No. 2 (Seattle ,, Wash., to Boston, 

Mass.). 

( a) in the caption delete “(Seattle, 

to Boston, Mass.)” and substi- 
tute therefor “(Seattle, Wash., to Salem, 

and Buffalo, N.Y., to Boston, 

Mass.) ” 

(b) in the text, delete “INT of the 

tnnT 3 ne L VOR 098 ° radi al and the Bos- 
0 . ' edf ord Airport ILS localizer front 
tt qj 5 e * Boston-Bedford, Mass., Airport 

LS loc alizer; INT of the Boston-Bedford 


Airport ILS localizer back course and the 
Boston VOR 014° radial;”. 

2. Section 600.6072 VOR Federal air¬ 
way No. 72 (Fayetteville, Ark., to Albany, 
N.Y.). 

(a) In the caption, delete “(Fayette¬ 
ville, Ark., to Albany, N.Y.) .” and substi¬ 
tute therefor “(Fayetteville, Ark., to 
Ipswich, Mass.).” 

(b) In the text, delete “to the Albany, 
N.Y., VOR.” and substitute therefor, 
“Albany, N.Y., VOR; INT of the Albany 
VOR 075° T and the Keene VOR 285° T 
radials; Keene, N.H., VOR; Manchester, 
N.H., VOR; to the INT of the Manchester 
VOR 117° T and the Boston, Mass., VOR 
014° T radials.” 

3. In the caption of Section 601.6072 
VOR Federal airway No. 72 control areas 
(Fayetteville, Ark., to Albany, N.Y.) , de¬ 
lete “( Fayetteville, Ark., to Albany, 
N.Y.).” and substitute therefor “(Fa¬ 
yetteville, Ark., to Ipswich, Mass.).” 

These amendments shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 11, 
1960. 

D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4441; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-WA-230] 

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 

Revocation of Restricted Area and 

Modification of Federal Airways 

The purpose of these amendments to 
§§ 608.53, 600.604, 600.640, 600.6091 and 
600.6141 of the regulations of the Ad¬ 
ministrator is to revoke Restricted Area/ 
Military Climb Corridor (R-540), asso¬ 
ciated with the Ethan Allen Air Force 
Base, Burlington, Vt., and delete all ref¬ 
erence to R-540 from the description of 
VOR Federal airways No. 91 and 141, 
and Blue Federal airways No. 4 and 40. 

A Notice of Proposed Rule-Making was 
published in the Federal Register on No¬ 
vember 11, 1959 (24 F.R. 9216) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency was 
considering an amendment to the upper 
altitude limits of R-540. Subsequent to 
publication of the Notice, the Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force determined that 
there would be no longer a requirement 
for this restricted area after May 1960. 

In view of the above, the Federal Avi¬ 
ation Agency is revoking R-540 and de¬ 
leting all reference to the restricted area 
from the description of Victor 91, Victor 
141, Blue 4 and Blue 40. As indicated 
above, these actions will be effective 
after May 1960. 

Since these amendments eliminate a 
burden on the public, compliance with 
the notice, and public procedure and ef¬ 
fective date requirements of section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act is 
unnecessary. However, since it is neces¬ 
sary that sufficient time be allowed to 
permit appropriate changes to be made 


on aeronautical charts, these amend¬ 
ments will become effective more than 30 
days after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

1. In § 608.53 Vermont, the Burlington, 
Vermont (Ethan Allen AFB) Restricted 
Area/Military Climb Corridor (R-540) 
(RF-31W) (23F.R. 9135) is revoked. 

2. In the text of § 600.604 Blue Fed¬ 
eral airway No. 4 (Boston, Mass., to 
United States-Canadian Border) (24 
F.R. 10500), delete “The portions of this 
airway which lie within the geographic 
limits of, and between the designated al¬ 
titudes of, the Burlington, Vt. (Ethan 
Allen AFB) Restricted Area/Military 
Climb Corridor (R-540) are excluded 
during the restricted area's time of des¬ 
ignation.” 

3. In the text of § 600.640 Blue Fed¬ 
eral airway No. 40 (Concord, N.H., to 
Burlington, Vt.) (24 F.R. 10501), delete 
“The portions of this airway which lie 
within the geographic limits of, and be¬ 
tween the designated altitudes of, the 
Burlington, Vt. (Ethan Allen AFB) Re¬ 
stricted Area/Military Climb Corridor 
(R-540) are excluded during the re¬ 
stricted area’s time of designation.” 

4. In the text of § 600.6091 VOR Fed¬ 
eral airway No. 91 (New York, N.Y., to 
Montreal, Quebec) (24 F.R. 10514), de¬ 
lete “The portion of this airway which 
lies within the geographic limits of, and 
between the designated altitudes of, the 
Burlington, Vt., (Ethan Allen AFB) Re¬ 
stricted Area/Military Climb Corridor 
(R-540) is excluded during its time of 
designation.” 

5. In the text of § 600.6141 VOR Fed¬ 
eral airway No. 141 (Nantucket, Mass., to 
Massena, N.Y.) (24 F.R. 10518), delete 
“The portion of this airway which lies 
within the geographic limits of, and be¬ 
tween the designated altitudes of, the 
Burlington, Vt., (Ethan Allen AFB) Re¬ 
stricted Area/Military Climb Corridor 
(R-540) is excluded during its time of 
designation.” 

These amendments shall become ef¬ 
fective 0001 e.s.t. June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 12, 
1960. 

E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4450; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-KC-37] 

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE 
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA, 
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL 
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND 
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG¬ 
MENTS 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 

Revocation and Modification of Re¬ 
stricted Area and Modification of 
Control Area Extension 

On December 29,1959, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (24 F.R. 10921) stating 
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that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to revoke the Upper Lake Huron, 
Mich., Restricted Area (R-91) (Lake 
Huron Chart) and modify the boundary 
and time of use, sunset to sunrise, of the 
Upper Lake Huron, Mich., No. 2 Re¬ 
stricted Area (R-491) (Lake Huron 
Chart). The time of use was in error 
and a Supplemental Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register on February 16, 1960 (25 
F.R. 1384), changing the time of use to 
sunrise to sunset and extending the time 
for comments to February 29, 1960. 

Although not mentioned in the Notice, 
§ 601.1311 of the regulations of the Ad¬ 
ministrator which describes the Oscoda, 
Mich., control area extension, excludes 
Restricted Area (R-91) between its des¬ 
ignated altitudes during its time of 
designation. The revocation of Re¬ 
stricted Area (R-91) thus requires that 
any reference to that Restricted Area 
be deleted from the description of the 
Oscoda control area extension, and such 
action is being taken herein. Addition¬ 
ally, subsequent to publication of the 
Supplemental Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making, the Department of Air Force 
advised that the aerial gunnery activ¬ 
ities conducted in Restricted Area (R- 
491) are of such nature that the 
geographical boundaries of this re¬ 
stricted area can be reduced, and such 
action is also being taken herein. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rules herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

1. In § 608.30 Michigan, the Upper 
Lake Huron, Mich., Restricted Area (R- 
91) (Lake Huron Chart) (23 F.R. 8583) 
is revoked. 

2. In § 608.30 Michigan, Upper Lake 
Huron, Mich., No. 2 Restricted Area (R- 
491) (Lake Huron Chart) (23 F.R. 8583) 
is amended to read: 

Upper Lake Huron, Mich. (R-491) (Lake 
Huron Chart). 

Description "by geographical coordinates. 
From latitude 45°17'00" N., longitude 

83°10'00" W., east to latitude 45°17'00" N., 
longitude 82°30'30” W., south to latitude 
44°07'00" N., longitude 82°14'45" W., west 
to latitude 44°07'00" N., longitude 83°01'00" 
W., north-northeast to latitude 44°30'00" N., 
longitude 82 o 51'00" W., north to latitude 
44°45'00" N., longitude 82°50'00" W., north¬ 
west to latitude 44°55'00" N., longitude 
83°10'00" W., north to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes . Surface to 50,000 
feet MSL. 

Time of designation. Sunrise to sunset. 

Controlling agency. Commanding Officer, 
412th Fighter Group, Wurtsmith AFB, Osco¬ 
da, Mich. 

3. In the text of § 601.1311 Control 
area extension ( Oscoda, Mich.) (24 F.R. 
10563), delete “Lake Huron Restricted 
Areas (R-91) and (R-491)” and substi¬ 
tute therefor “Lake Huron Restricted 
Area (R-491)”. 

These amendments shall become ef¬ 
fective 0001 e.s.t. June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749. 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 12, 
1960. 

E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4449; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-WA-380] 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 
Modification 

On November 11,1959, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (24 F.R. 9218) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed the revocation of the Salinas, 
Puerto Rico, Restricted Area (R-371) 
(WAC 649 Chart) and the Punta Figuras, 
Puerto Rico, Restricted Area (R-409) 
(WAC 649 Chart). 

As stated in the Notice, the Salinas, 
Puerto Rico, Restricted Area (R-371), 
Controlling agency—Commanding Gen¬ 
eral, USAFANT and MDPR, San Juan, 
Puerto Rico, is an area of 24 square miles 
in the south part of Puerto Rico. It is 
designated for artillery and mortar firing 
for use at altitudes from the surface to 
8,000 feet MSL, and during all hours of 
each day. The Punta Figuras, Puerto 
Rico, Restricted Area (R-409), Control¬ 
ling agency—Commanding General, 
USAFANT and MDPR, San Juan, Puerto 
Rico, is an area of 52 square miles in the 
south part of Puerto Rico. It was des¬ 
ignated for antiaircraft artillery firing 
for use at altitudes from the surface to 
30,000 feet MSL, during daylight hours 
each day when unlimited visibility pre¬ 
vails, and only after issuance of a 
NOTAM at least 48 hours in advance of 
firing. 

In response to the Notice, the Depart¬ 
ment of the Army submitted a report on 
the activities conducted in Restricted 
Areas (R-371) and (R-409). The activ¬ 
ities conducted in Restricted Area (R- 
371) consist of small arms, mortar and 
artillery firing during the period June 15 
to August 15 and on weekends for the 
balance of the year. The Army states 
that this area provides the only range 
available to the Antilles Command, 
United States Army Caribbean for such 
training purposes. The Army further 
states that Restricted Area (R-409) is 
the only over-water range available to 
that command for firing of antiaircraft 
weapons, and that this activity is con¬ 
ducted during the summer months. 

In view of the above, it has been deter¬ 
mined that a requirement exists for the 
continued designation of (R-371) and 
(R-409) with the following modifica¬ 
tions applied to (R-371); change desig¬ 
nated altitudes from “Surface to 8000 
feet MSL” to “Surface to 5000 feet MSL”, 
and change designated time of use from 
“Continuous” to “Sunrise to Sunset, June 
15 through August 15”, and “Sunrise to 
Sunset, Saturday and Sunday, August 16 
through June 14.” Since (R-409) is des¬ 
ignated as restricted area only for peri¬ 
ods of actual use by issuance of NOT AMS, 
maximum efficiency of the use of the air¬ 
space is realized, and it will be retained 
as designated. 

No other comments were received re¬ 
garding the proposed amendments. 


Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the rule herein adopted, and due 
consideration has been given to all rele¬ 
vant matter presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

In § 608.63 Puerto Rico, the Salinas, 
Puerto Rico, Restricted Area (R-371) 
(WAC 649 Chart) (23 F.R. 8592; 24 F.R. 
3876) is amended by deleting “Surface 
to 8000 feet MSL” and “Continuous” and 
substituting therefor, respectively, “Sur¬ 
face to 5000 feet MSL” and “Sunrise to 
Sunset, June 15 through August 15, and 
Sunrise to Sunset, Saturday and Sunday, 
August 16 through June 14.” 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. June 30,1960. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 
49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 12, 
1960. 


E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator . 


[F.R. Doc. 60-4444; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-NY-6] 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 
Modification 

On January 30, 1960, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (25 F.R. 816) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro¬ 
posed to reduce the size of the Chinco- 
teague Inlet, Va., Restricted Area (R-45) 
(Washington and Norfolk Charts) and 
designate the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration as the controlling 
agency. 

The Notice described the eastern 
boundary of R^-45 as the western bound¬ 
ary of Warning Area (W-108). How¬ 
ever, action is being taken herein to 
describe the eastern boundary of R-45 
as a line three nautical miles from the 
shoreline between geographical coordi¬ 
nates. This will be more accurate and 
will encompass no additional airspace. 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
for the reasons stated in the Notice, the 
following action is taken: 

In § 608.54 Virginia, Chincoteague In¬ 
let, Va., Restricted Area (R-45) (Wash¬ 
ington and Norfolk Charts) (23 F.R. 
8589) is amended to read: 

Description by geographical coordinates. 
Beginning at latitude 37°56'45" N., longi¬ 
tude 75°27'30" W., thence southeast to lati¬ 
tude 37°51'30" N., longitude 75°17T5“ W- 
thence southerly three nautical miles from 
the shoreline to latitude 37° 38'45'' N. f longi¬ 
tude 75° 31 '20" W., thence north to latitude 
37°50'24" N., longitude 75°31'20" W., thence 
northeast to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes . Unlimited. 

Time of designation . Continuous. 

Controlling agency. National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration, Wallops Island 
Station, Chincoteague, Va. 
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This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t., June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 12, 

1960. 

E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4445; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:45 ajn.J 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-KC-30] 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 
Modification 

On January 23, 1960, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (25 F.R. 612) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency was 
considering an amendment to § 608.30 
of the regulations of the Administrator 
which would modify the Hammond Bay, 
Mich., Restricted Area (R-424) (Lake 
Huron Chart). 

No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
for the reasons stated in the Notice, the 
following action is taken: 

In § 608.30 Michigan , the Hammond 
Bay, Mich., Restricted Area (R-424) 
(Lake Huron Chart) (23 F.R. 8582, 
9773; 24 F.R. 3230) is amended to read: 

Description by geographical coordinates. 
Beginning at latitude 45°56'30" N., longi¬ 
tude 83°53'30" W., thence to latitude 

45°34'00" N., longitude 83°03'00 W., thence 
to latitude 45°23'00" N., longitude 83°18'00" 
W., thence to latitude 45°46'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 84° 08'00" W., thence to point of 
beginning. 

Designated altitudes. Surface to 45,000 

feet MSL. 

Time of designation. Sunrise to sunset. 

Controlling agency. Commanding Officer, 
507th Fighter Group, Kincheloe AFB, Mich. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

* n ^ as ^ 1 ^ ng ^ on ’ TXC., on May 

E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4446; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-KC-90] 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 

Modification of Restricted Area/Mili- 
tary Climb Corridor 


° n . February 5, 1960, a Notice of 
sea Rule Making was published ir 
Register (25 F.R. 1054) ste 
twtL. Federal Aviation Agency 
fnf* modify the Duluth, Minn. 

Area Air P ort >. R * 

f- ^ary climb Corridor 
'Duluth Chart). 


No adverse comments were received 
regarding the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
for the reasons stated in the Notice, the 
following action is taken: 

In § 608.31 Minnesota (24 F.R. 3230) 
Duluth Municipal Airport, Minnesota, 
Restricted Area/Military Climb Corridor 
(R-548) (Duluth Chart) is amended to 
read: 

Description. The airspace based on the 
004° True radial of the Duluth TVOR, ex¬ 
tending from a point 5 statute miles north 
of the airport to a point 32 statute miles 
north of the airport, having a width of 2.5 
statute miles east and 1.5 statute miles west 
of the 004° True radial at the beginning 
and a width of 2.3 statute miles on each 
side of the 004° True radial at the outer 
extremity. 

Designated altitudes. 3,400 feet MSL to 

16.400 feet MSL from 5 statute miles north 
of the airport to 6 statute miles north of the 
airport. 3,400 feet MSL to 25,400 feet MSL 
from 6 to 7 statute miles north of the airport. 

3.400 feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL from 7 to 
10 statute miles north of the airport. 7,400 
feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL from 10 to 15 
statute miles north of the airport. 11,400 
feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL from 15 to 20 
statute miles north of the airport. 16,400 
feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL from 20 to 25 
statute miles north of the. airport. 20,400 
feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL from 25 to 32 
statute miles north of the airport. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation 
Agency Airport Traffic Control Tower, Du¬ 
luth Municipal Airport. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 
12, 1960. 

E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4447; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-LA-l] 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 

Designation of Restricted Area/Mili¬ 
tary Climb Corridor 

On December 10,1959, a Notice of Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making was published in the 
Federal Register (24 F.R. 9998) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency was 
proposing to designate a Restricted 
Area/Military Climb Corridor at Kings¬ 
ley Field, Klamath Falls, Oreg. 

No comments were received regarding 
the proposed amendment. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the rule herein adopted, and 
due consideration has been given to all 
relevant matter presented. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
for the reasons stated in the Notice, the 
following action is taken: 

In § 608.45 Oregon (23 F.R. 8586) add: 


Klamath Falls, Oreg. (Kingsley Field), Re¬ 
stricted Area/Military Climb Corridor 
(R-587) (Klamath Falls Chart). 

Description. That area centered on the 
325° True radial of the Klamath Falls VOR- 
TAC extending from 10 statute miles NW 
of the airport to 32.5 statute miles NW of 
the airport, having a width of 2.5 statute 
miles at the beginning and a width of 4.5 
statute miles at the outer extremity. 

Designated altitudes. 6,100 feet MSL to 
19,100 feet MSL from 10 statute miles NW of 
the airport to 11 statute miles NW of the air¬ 
port. 6,100 feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL 
from 11 to 15 statute miles NW of the' air¬ 
port. 10,100 feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL 
from 15 to 20 statute miles NW of the air¬ 
port. 14,100 feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL 
from 20 to 25 statute miles NW of the airport. 
19,100 feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL from 25 
to 30 statute miles NW of the airport. 23,100 
feet MSL to 27,000 feet MSL from 30 to 32.5 
statute miles NW of the airport. 

Time of designation. Continuous. 

Controlling agency. . Klamath Falls Ap¬ 
proach Control. 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive 0001 e.s.t. June 30,1960. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 12, 
1960. 

E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4448; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 59-WA-210] 

PART 608—RESTRICTED AREAS 
Modification 

On March 23, 1960, an amendment 
was published in the Federal Register 
(25 F.R. 2418) to § 608.30 of the regula¬ 
tions of the Administrator modifying 
the upper limits of Restricted Area/Mili¬ 
tary Climb Corridor (R-562), associated 
with Kincheloe Air Force Base, Sault Ste. 
Marie, Mich. 

In the text of the amendment under 
“Designated altitudes’* the second and 
third steps of the climb corridor were 
incorrectly described as extending from 
8 to 10 statute miles and 10 to 12 statute 
miles from the Kincheloe AFB TVOR, 
respectively. Action is taken herein to 
correctly describe the second and third 
steps of the climb corridor as extending 
from 8 to 9 statute miles and 9 to 12 
statute miles from the Kincheloe AFB 
TVOR, respectively. 

Since this amendment is minor in na¬ 
ture, notice and public procedures hereon 
are unnecessary. However, since it is 
necessary that sufficient time be allowed 
to permit appropriate changes to be 
made on aeronautical charts, this 
amendment will become effective more 
than 30 days after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
following action is taken: 

In § 608.30, the Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., 
Kincheloe AFB Restricted Area/Military 
Climb Corridor (R-562) (Lake Superior 
and Green Bay Charts) (24 F.R. 3230, 
25 F.R. 2418) is amended by deleting 
“from a point 8 statute miles to point 
10 statute miles from the TVOR.” and 
“from a point 10 statute miles to a point 
12 statute miles from the TVOR.” and 
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substituting therefor “from a point 8 
statute miles to a point 9 statute miles 
from the TVOR.” and “from a point 9 
statute miles to a point 12 statute miles 
from the TVOR.”, respectively. 

This amendment shall become ef¬ 
fective 0001 e.s.t. June 30, 1960. 

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49 
U.S.C. 1348, 1354) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 12, 
1960. 


E. R. Quesada, 
Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 60-4451; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 

[Docket 6478 o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 

A. G. Spalding & Bros., Inc. 

Subpart—Acquiring stock or assets of 
competitor: § 13.5 Acquiring stock or as¬ 
sets of competitor . 


stockholder, officer, director, employee, 
or agent of, or otherwise directly or in¬ 
directly connected with or under the 
control or influence of, respondent or 
any of respondent’s subsidiaries or affili¬ 
ated companies. 

By Final order report of compliance 
was required as follows: 

It is further ordered, That respond¬ 
ent, A. G. Spalding & Bros., Inc., shall, 
within sixty (60) days from the date of 
service upon it of this order, submit in 
writing, for the consideration and ap¬ 
proval of the Federal Trade Commission, 
its plan for compliance with this order, 
such plan to include the date within 
which compliance can be effected, the 
time for compliance to be hereafter fixed 
by order of the Commission, jurisdic¬ 
tion being retained for these purposes. 

Issued: March 30,1960. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4460; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket 7659 c.o.] 

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 722; 15 U.S.C. 46. Inter¬ 
pret or apply Sec. 7, 38 Stat. 731; 15 U.S.C. 
18) [Cease and desist order, A. G. Spalding 
& Bros., Inc., Chicopee, Mass., Docket 6478, 
March 30, 1960] 

The complaint in this case charged the 
nation’s second largest seller of athletic 
goods with violating Sec. 7 of the Clayton 
Act by acquiring a principal competi¬ 
tor—the fourth largest seller—which it 
purchased in 1955 for about $5.8 million. 
Following trial of the issues, the hearing 
examiner dismissed the complaint for 
failure of proof. Granting an appeal 
therefrom by complaint counsel, the 
Commission reversed the dismissal, mod¬ 
ified the initial decision in accordance 
with its opinion, and on March 30, 1960, 
issued its order of divestiture. 

Said order is as follows: 

It is ordered, That respondent, A. G. 
Spalding & Bros., Inc., shall divest itself 
absolutely, in good faith, of all rights, 
title and interest in all stock, assets, 
patents, trade-marks, trade names, con¬ 
tracts, business and good will, and all 
other properties, rights and privileges 
acquired by A. G. Spalding & Bros., Inc., 
as a result of the acquisition by A. G. 
Spalding & Bros., Inc., of the stock or 
share capital of Rawlings Manufactur¬ 
ing Company, in such manner as to re¬ 
store Rawlings Manufacturing Company 
to substantially the same relative, com¬ 
petitive standing it formerly had in the 
athletic goods industry at or around the 
time of the acquisition. 

It is further ordered. That in such 
divestment no property above mentioned 
to be divested shall be sold or trans¬ 
ferred, directly or indirectly, to anyone 
who at the time of the divestiture is a 


Nichols & Co., Inc., et al. 

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabel¬ 
ing: § 13.1185 Composition; § 13.1185-90 
Wool Products Labeling Act . Sub¬ 
part—Neglecting, unfairly or decep¬ 
tively, to make material disclosure: 
§ 13.1845 Composition: § 13.1845-80 Wool 
Products Labeling Act . 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 722; U.S.C. 46. Interpret or 
apply Sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, Secs. 
2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130; 15 U.S.C. 45, 68-68 
(c)) [Cease and desist order, Nichols & 
Company, Inc., et al., Boston, Mass., Docket 
7659, March 25, 1960] 

In the Matter of Nichols & Company, 
Inc., a Corporation, and Arthur O. 
Wellman, Arthur O. Wellman, Jr., and 
John N. Nichols, Jr., Individually and 
as Officers of Said Corporation; Sum¬ 
ner E. Burdette, Individually, and 
Harry Carr, Trading and Doing Busi¬ 
ness as Harry Carr and as West First 
Processing Company 

The complaint in this case charged 
Boston manufacturers and the individ¬ 
ual who performed their garnetting with 
violating the Wool Products Labeling 
Act by labeling as “80% Camel Hair, 20% 
Wool”, wool stocks which contained in 
part reprocessed woolen fibers and by 
failing to comply in other respects with 
labeling requirements. 

Accepting a consent agreement from 
respondent manufacturers, the hearing 
examiner made his initial decision and 
order to cease and desist which became 
on March 25 the decision of the Commis¬ 
sion. The complaint remains pending as 
to said garnetting respondent. 

The order to cease and desist is as fol¬ 
lows: 


It is ordered, That respondents Nichols 
& Company, Inc., a corporation, and its 
officers, and Arthur O. Wellman, Arthur 
O. Wellman, Jr., and John H. Nichols, 
Jr., individually and as officers of said 
corporation, Sumner E. Burdette, in¬ 
dividually and respondents’ representa¬ 
tives, agents, and employees, directly or 
through any corporate or other device, in 
connection with the introduction or 
manufacture for introduction into com¬ 
merce, or the offering for sale, sale, 
transportation, or distribution in com¬ 
merce, as “commerce” is defined in the 
Federal Trade Commission Act and the 
Wool Products Labeling Act of 1939, of 
woolen stocks or other wool products, do 
forthwith cease and desist from mis¬ 
branding such products by: 

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping, 
tagging, labeling or otherwise identifying 
such products as to the character or 
amount of the constituent fibers included 
therein; 

2. Failing to affix labels to such 
products showing each element of in¬ 
formation required to be disclosed by 
section 4(a)(2) of the Wool Products 
Labeling Act of 1939. 

It is further ordered. That respond¬ 
ents Nichols & Company, Inc., a corpora¬ 
tion, and its officers, and Arthur 0. 
Wellman, Arthur O. Wellman, Jr., and 
John H. Nichols, Jr., individually and as 
officers of said corporation, and Sumner 
E. Burdette, individually, and respond¬ 
ents’ representatives, agents and em¬ 
ployees, directly or through any corpo¬ 
rate or other device, in connection with 
the sale or distribution of woolen, or part 
woolen stocks, in commerce, as “com¬ 
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from, directly or indirectly, mis¬ 
representing the generic names of the 
fibers of which their products are com¬ 
posed, as such names are defined in the 
Wool Products Labeling Act and the 
rules and regulations promulgated 
thereunder, or the percentages or 
amounts thereof, in sales invoices, ship¬ 
ping memoranda, or in any other 
manner. 

By “Decision of the Commission”, etc., 
report of compliance was required as 
follows: 

It is ordered. That respondents Nichols 
& Company, Inc., a corporation, and 
Arthur O. Wellman, Arthur O. Wellman, 
Jr., and John H. Nichols, Jr., erroneously 
named in the complaint as John N. 
Nichols, Jr., individually and as officers 
of said corporation, Sumner E. Burdette, 
individually, shall, within sixty (60) days 
after service upon them of this order, file 
with the Commission a report in writing 
setting forth in detail the manner ana 
form in which they have complied with 
the order to cease and desist. 

Issued: March 25,1960. 

[seal] Robert M. Parrish, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4461; Filed, May 17, 19 60; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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Title 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter 1—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

[T.D. 55131] 

PART 10—ARTICLES CONDITIONALLY 
FREE, SUBJECT TO A REDUCED 
RATE OF DUTY, ETC. 

Denaturing of Certain Vegetable Oils 

Section 10.56(c), Customs Regulations 
prescribes certain formulas for denatur¬ 
ing certain vegetable oils so that they 
may qualify for free entry under para¬ 
graph 1732, Tariff Act of 1930. In order 
to provide that proprietary mixtures of 
essential oils and synthetic perfume ma¬ 
terial approved by the Commissioner of 
Customs may be used as denaturants, 
§ 10.56(c) is hereby amended by adding 
at the end thereof: 

(21) Proprietary mixtures of essential 
oils and synthetic perfume material ap¬ 
proved by the Commissioner of Customs. 

(Sec. 201 (par. 1732), 46 Stat. 680; 19 U.S.C. 

1201 (par. 1732)) 

[seal] Ralph Kelly, 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: May 10,1960. 

A. Gilmore Flues, 

Acting Secretary cf the Treasury. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4494; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


Title 32— NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapter VII —Department of the Air 
Force 


SUBCHAPTER J—AIR FORCE PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTIONS 

Miscellaneous Amendments to 
Subchapfer 

The following miscellaneous amend¬ 
ments are issued to this subchapter: 

PART 1003—procurement by 
NEGOTIATION 

Subpart A—Use of Negotiation 

1. Section 1003.105 is revised as 

follows: 


§ 1003.105 Aids to labor surplus areas 
m negotiated procurements. 

See Subpart H, Part 1 of this title and 
ubpart H, Part 1001 of this chapter. 

J. Sections 1003.107 and 1003.107-1 are 

levised as follows: 


§ 1003.1Q7 Late proposals and late un¬ 
solicited revisions to proposals. 

See § 3.804-2 of this title. 

§1003.107-1 Clause. 

See § 3.804-2 of this title. 

§ 1003.107-2 [Deletion] 

3- Section 1003.107-2 is deleted. 

Subpart C—Determinations and 
Findings 

is^pv? ^ 1Qf)3 -303(c), subparagraph (6) 

^ded.as fo nots: SUbparagraph (7) * 


No. 97_3 


§ 1003.303 Determinations and findings 
by the head of a procuring activity 
signing as “a Chief Officer responsi¬ 
ble for procurement.” 

* * * * * 

(C) • * * 

(6) Commander and Deputy Com¬ 
mander, Electronic Systems Center, with 
power of redelegation. 

(7) Commander, Military Air Trans¬ 
port Service, with respect to cost type 
and CFFF type contracts for services 
involving CRAF Senior Lodger and 
Working Group contracts only. Redele¬ 
gation may not be made below the level 
of the Chief, Procurement Division, Hq 
MATS. 

2. In § 1003.306, subparagraph (2) of 
paragraph (d) is revised as follows: 

§ 1003.306 Procedure with respect to de¬ 
terminations and findings. 

♦ * * * * 

(d) * * * 

(2) Determinations and findings au¬ 
thorizing negotiation which require sig¬ 
nature by the Assistant Secretary of the 
Air Force will be prepared on plain bond 
paper, undated, and without signature 
block. An original and nine carbon 
copies will be submitted with the letter 
of transmittal. 

Subpart D—Types of Contracts 

1. Section 1003.402 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1003.402 Selection of contract type. 

(a) and (b) See § 3,402 (a) and (b) 
of this title. 

§ 1003.402-1 [Redesignation] 

2. Section 1003.402-1 is redesignated 
§ 1003.402-50 and paragraph (b) is re¬ 
vised, as follows: 

§ 1003.402—50 Obligation of funds. 

* * * * * 

(b) Fixed-price contract with an esca¬ 
lationprice redetermination or an in¬ 
centive provision. Obligations will be 
for amount of fixed price stated in con¬ 
tract, or target price in case of contract 
with an incentive clause. For any type 
of contract having both a target and a 
ceiling price, obligation will be in the 
amount of the target price. 

3. Sections 1003.403, 1003.403-1 and 
1003.403-2 are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1003.403 Fixed-price type contracts. 

See § 3.403 of this title. 

§ 1003.403—1 Firm fixed-price contract. 

(a) Description. No adjustment of 
price is possible by terms of this type of 
contract. Realized profit depends upon 
ability to produce and to control cost. 
Thus, contractor has strongest incentive 
to minimize cost because he retains 100 
percent of any savings. The Govern¬ 
ment, however, may benefit through any 
cost reductions in follow-on procure¬ 
ments for like items. Administrative 
burden and workload are at a minimum 
in using this type of contract. 

(b) and (c) See § 3.403-1 (b) to (c) 
of this title. 
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§ 1003.403—2 Fixed-price contract with 
escalation. 

(a) Description. See § 3.403-2(a) of 
this title. 

(b) Applicability. It is AF policy to 
avoid price escalation clauses and to 
use one only when a contractor insists 
on unreasonable contingencies in his 
price. These clauses reduce incentive to 
control costs and expose the Government 
to possible price increase without any 
corresponding increase in total contract 
cost. 

(c) Limitation . Escalation clauses, 
with statements of the conditions under 
which they may be used, are in § 7.106 
of this title. These clauses may be used 
by AF procuring activities subject to the 
following additional limitations: 

(1) Price escalation provisions will 
not be used: If reasonable firm fixed 
prices can be negotiated; if an author¬ 
ized type of price redetermination con¬ 
tract is acceptable to contractor; when 
item is other than standard or semi¬ 
standard normally sold at “established” 
or “published” price commercially or 
other than an item contractor custom¬ 
arily offers for sale commercially, modi¬ 
fied to contract specification; or if 
delivery will occur within 90 days from 
effective date of the contract. 

(2) “Labor” and “material” escala¬ 
tion contracts are not authorized for use 
in AF procurement. 

4. In § 1003.403-3, paragraphs (b) 
and (c) are revised as follows: 

§ 1003.403—3 Fixed-price contract pro¬ 
viding for the redetermination of 
price. 

* * * • * 

(b) Applicability. Major problem un¬ 
derlying use of price redetermination is 
to establish and maintain sufficient in¬ 
centive through proper target or pro¬ 
spective pricing to induce contractor to 
control costs. This problem, however, is 
a difficult one and requires exercise of 
sound judgment by both parties in any 
given circumstances. 

(c) * * * (1) Price redetermination 
will never be used as a substitute for an 
intelligent initial analysis of price. 

• * • • * 

(4) Fixed-price contracts with provi¬ 
sions for price redetermination will not 
be used by foreign procurement activi¬ 
ties except as noted below, and may be 
used by base procurement activities only 
if prior approval is obtained from MCPC, 
Hq AMC. Written requests should dis¬ 
close that conditions of use specified for 
requested clause have been complied 
with and furnish reasons for requesting 
use. Commander and deputy com¬ 
manders, air materiel forces, have au¬ 
thority to approve use of Forms A and C 
price redetermination clauses with 
power of redelegation to not below the 
level of the staff officer responsible for 
procurement within the headquarters of 
the first echelon of command immedi¬ 
ately subordinate to the AMF. Author¬ 
ity for use of Forms D and E may be 
obtained only on a case-by-case basis. 

(5) Retroactive price redetermination 
(Forms C, D, and E) will not be used if 
any other form, short of a cost-reim¬ 
bursement type, can be applied reason¬ 
ably. In AMC centers, use of Form C 
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requires prior approval of the com¬ 
mander or his designated representative; 
in the AMC field procurement activities 
use requires prior approval of the direc¬ 
tor of procurement and production or his 
designated representative. Forms D and 
E require prior approval as outlined in 
paragraphs (h) (2) and (i) (2) of this 
section. 

5. Section 1003.404-3 (d) is revised to 
read as follows r 

§ 1003.404-3 Cost-plus-a-fixed-fee con¬ 
tract (CPFF). 

* * * * * 

(d) Contractors* investment in work- 
in-process . (1) See § 3.404-3(d) (1) of 

this title. 

(2) (i) Unless exception is granted by 
§ 3.404-3(d) (2) of this title, the clause 
contained in § 7.203-4 (a) or (b) of this 
title, appropriately modified will be in¬ 
corporated in (a) all new procurements 
placed on a cost reimbursement basis 
effected by new contracts, supplemental 
agreements or otherwise, whether or not 
involving a basic agreement and (b) 
definitive contracts superseding letter 
contracts. Section 3,404-3(d) (2) (v) is 
interpreted according to the following 
principles. A contract for research and 
development does not require the above- 
cited clause unless it calls for a signifi¬ 
cant dollar amount of quantity pro¬ 
duction (in addition to research and 
development). Articles being fabricated 
for inventory or stock (with or without 
testing) including articles classified as 
“Initial Operational Capability ,, consti¬ 
tute quantity production; articles being 
fabricated solely for testing and experi¬ 
mentation as required by the contract 
are not “quantity production” if the test¬ 
ing and experimentation contemplates 
loss or complete destruction of the ar¬ 
ticles dqring test. The expression “sig¬ 
nificant dollar amount” in this sub- 
paragraph means a proportion exceeding 
10 percent of the total cost of the pro¬ 
curement, exclusive of fee. When a re¬ 
search and development contract calls 
for a significant dollar amount of quan¬ 
tity production the above-cited clause 
will be made applicable only to that pro¬ 
portion of the contract cost which is 
estimated to represent the quantity 
production. For this purpose there may 
be inserted in the Contract Schedule a 
provision reading substantially as 
follows: 

Par._of Clause_hereof (here 

cite the contract clause wherein Par. (c) (1) 
of either ASPR 7-203.4 (a) or (b) appears) 

shall apply to_% of each invoice or 

voucher and statement of cost submitted 
by the contractor pursuant to said para¬ 
graph. 

The figure to be inserted in the “_ %” 

shall reflect the proportion of the esti¬ 
mated cost which represents quantity 
production, so that the proportion of 
estimated cost which represents research 
and development is not subject to the 
withholding required by the above-cited 
clause. Thus, if the total estimated cost 
is $1,000,000, which consists of $700,000 
research and development and $300,000 
quantity production, the figure to be in¬ 
serted in the blank would be 30 percent. 
If and as any such contract is amended 
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by calling for more research or develop¬ 
ment, or for more quantity production, 
the applicable percentage wiU be cor¬ 
respondingly revised, without retroactive 
effect. 

(ii) Except as stated in subdivision 

(i) of this subparagraph, the 20 percent 
withholding applies to all allowable 
costs incurred before completion of de¬ 
livery of the end items governing liqui¬ 
dation of the gross withheld payments 
pool. After complete liquidation of the 
gross withheld payments pool, full re¬ 
imbursement will be made according to 
the terms of the contract, exclusive of 
this clause. In administration of prime 
contracts incorporating this ASPR 
clause, every effort should be made to in¬ 
sure that prime contractors do not place 
an undue hardship on their subcontrac¬ 
tors (and particularly small business) 
or restrict unduly subcontractors’ abil¬ 
ities to continue production. The ASPR 
clause will not be added to existing con¬ 
tracts except upon direction of the Office 
of the Secretary of the Air Force. Re¬ 
quests for exception, contemplated in 
§ 3.404-3(d) (2) (xi) of this title, will be 
screened by the Financial Branch 
(MCPFF), Hq AMC. The request, if 
considered favorably by Hq AMC, must 
be forwarded through channels to the 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
(Materiel) for decision. 

(3) See § 3.404-3(d) (3) of this title. 

6. In § 1003.405-3 (c), subparagraph 
(1) (ii) (a) and (c) is revised and a new 
subparagraph (1) (iii) is added, as 
follows: 

§ 1003.405—3 Letter contract (LC). 
***** 

(c) * * * 

( 1 ) * * * 

(ii) Where the total estimated costs 
are not anticipated to exceed $1,000,000: 

(a) Commanders, air materiel areas 
(ConUS) and Dayton AF Depot with 
power of redelegation to directors of pro¬ 
curement and production only. 

***** 

(c) Commander and Deputy Com¬ 
mander, Electronic Systems Center, with 
power of redelegation. 

(iii) Where the total estimated costs 
are not anticipated to exceed $350,000 to 
Commander, Memphis AF Depot, with 
power of redelegation to the Director of 
Procurement and Production only. 

Subpart E—Advance Payments 

The cross reference is revised to read 
as follows: 

Cross Reference: For a complete discus¬ 
sion on the policy and procedures covering 
advance payments see Subchapter G, Part 
82 of this title which will be implemented 
at a later date by § 1058.709 of this chapter. 
For instructions relating to administration 
of advance payments see Subpart G, Part 82 
of this title, and Subpart AA, Part 1054 and 
Subpart D, Part 1058 of this chapter (to be 
superseded by Part 1030 of this chapter). 

Subpart F—Small Purchases 

1. In § 1003.604-2(a), subparagraph 
(1), subdivisions (i) to (xxii) are revised 
and a new subparagraph (4) is added, 
as follows: 


§ 1003.604-2 Documentation, 

(a) * * * 

(1) * * * 

(i) Date. 

(ii) Receipt number: The receipt 
number will consist of the last two num¬ 
bers of the fiscal year in which prepared, 
followed by a dash and then numbered 
serially for the fiscal year, beginning 
with the number 1. If more than one 
cash purchasing officer has been ap¬ 
pointed at the installation, each officer 
will be assigned a letter (A, B, etc.) to 
be suffixed to the fiscal year symbol. 
(For example: 60A-1, 60A-2, etc.) 

(iii) Station. 

(iv) Deliver to (organization or unit). 
Enter delivery data. 

(v) Reference number: Cross-refer¬ 
ence to the voucher number on the Pur¬ 
chase Request or other authorized 
requisition form. 

(vi) Name of dealer. 

(vii) Location: Enter location of or¬ 
ganization or unit to which delivery is 
to be made. 

• (viii) Account symbol: Enter stock 
record account symbol. 

(ix) Address: Enter dealer’s address. 

(x) Work order. Property Class, or 
USAF Cost Code. 

(xi) Organization Code or MPA Ac¬ 
count Number. (Applicable only to 
installations.) 

(xii) Description of items. 

(xiii) Quantity. 

(xiv) Unit. 

(xv) Unit price. 

(xvi) Amount: Enter dollar amount 
of each item. 

(xvii) Applicable authority for pur¬ 
chase: Enter the authority for making 
the purchase cited on the Purchase Re¬ 
quest or other authorized requisition 
form. 

(xviii) Approved by: Enter the name 
of the person or office authorizing the 
purchase as it appears on the Purchase 
" Request or other authorized requisition 
form. 

(xix) Total: Enter the total dollar 
amount of Cash Purchase Receipt. 
Where purchase is made in foreign cur¬ 
rency, the total will be inserted by the 
cash purchasing officer in United States 
dollar amounts, showing the rate of 
exchange 

(xx) Signature of Cash Purchasing 
Officer certifying that the purchase has 
been made according to § 1003.604-1. 

(xxi) Name of Seller or Agent of 

Seller. . f 

(xxii) Signature of Seller or Agent oi 
Seller, on original AF Form 385 only, 
certifying that cash payment has been 
received: The total amount of the pay¬ 
ment in words and figures will be inserted 
prior to payment. When purchase i 
made in foreign currency the words an 
figures will be inserted by the seller o 
his ageht in terms of the foreign cui- 
rency, and converted by the wsh P®‘ 
chasing officer into United States dona 
amounts as set forth in subdivision 
of this subparagraph. Where it is 1! “' 
possible to secure the seller’s signa v; „ 
and the amount of the purchase 
not exceed $3, the cash purchasing omc 
will note the fact on the Cash 
Receipt, delete the certification of rece 
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of payment made, and sign his own name 
in the place set forth for signature by the 
seller. See § 1003.604-4 (a), authorizing 
the carrier to sign the receipt for the 
total cash received for a c.o.d. shipment. 
* * * * * 

(4) All changes, alterations, and cor¬ 
rections made on AP Form 385 will be 
initialed by the cash purchasing officer. 

§ 1003.604-4 [Amendment] 

2. In § 1003.604-4: 

a. The following sentence is added 
after the words "ship c.o.d.” in the 4th 
sentence of paragraph (a): "When 
ordering supplies c.o.d. from out of town 
sources, prices will be solicited on the 
basis of net prices, f.o.b. source, with all 
charges, including transportation and 
c.o.d. charges, payable at destination." 

b. Paragraph (b) is revised as follows: 


(b) Orders placed on a c.o.d . basis but 
received prepaid. When the cash pur¬ 
chasing officer has placed an order on a 

c.o.d. basis to be shipped by parcel post, 
freight, express or other public carrier, 
and the shipment, through error, is not 
shipped c.o.d., it may not be paid under 
the cash purchasing procedure. Under 
such circumstances, a confirming pur¬ 
chase order (for instance a DD Form 
1155) may be issued instructing vendor 
to submit a certified invoice to the ac¬ 
counting and finance officer, and pay¬ 
ment may then be made by check. 


3. Section 1003.606-2 is revised to read 

as follows: 


§ 1003.606-2 Establishment of blanket 
purchase agreement. 


Notwithstanding the monetary limita¬ 
tion imposed by § 16.303-2 (b) of this 
title, DD Form 1155, "Order for Supplies 
or Services,” will be used to establish 
the "Blanket Purchase Agreements." 
The agreement will be numbered accord¬ 
ing to § 1053.201 of this chapter. The 
schedule in each blanket purchase agree¬ 
ment will contain a statement to the 
effect that issuing individual requests 
against the BPA will be made under the 
authority of 10 U.S.C. 2304(a)(3), ex¬ 
cept blanket purchase agreements made 
by foreign base procurement activities 
will refer to 10 U.S.C. 2304(a) (6). 

§ 1003.607 [Amendment] 

4. In § 1003.607, "DD Form 351” in the 
last line, is changed to: "DD Form 1261.” 

Subpart G—Negotiated Overhead 
Rates 


1. Sections 1003.703, 1003.704, 1003.- 

v? 4 '}’* 1003,704-2 ’ and 1003.704-3, are re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1003.703 Applicability. 


This subpart applies to all AF procure- 
anJi J* ctivities - A PP r oval of Pricing 
AMP Fuiancial Division (MCPF), Hq 
tho i IS rec l uirec l prior to incorporating 
th ^ us f s in §§ 3.704-1 and 3.704-2 of 
i s title in any basic agreement or con- 
act with a contractor who is not pres- 
y on a negotiated overhead rate ar- 
is not Practical for a 
,f actor to have a mixture of cost-re- 
uisement type contracts, some re- 
q iulg negotiated final overhead rates, 


as provided in this subpart and others 
which omit the clauses in §§ 3.704-1 and 
3.704-2 of this title and therefore requir¬ 
ing settlement of final overhead by audit 
determination. 

§ 1003.704 Contract clauses. 

§ 1003.704-1 Contracts with commercial 
concerns. 

It is AF policy, not to incorporate pro¬ 
visional rates in contracts with commer¬ 
cial organizations. The contractor will 
be reimbursed on basis of billing over¬ 
head rates negotiated by the administra¬ 
tive contracting office as provided in the 
clause in § 3.704-1 of this title. 

§ 1003.704—2 Contracts with nonprofit 
and educational institutions. 

It is AF policy to incorporate provision¬ 
al rates in contracts with colleges, uni¬ 
versities and research institutes. Pro¬ 
visional overhead rates for succeeding 
periods will be negotiated by Hq ARDC 
as part of final overhead rate negotia¬ 
tions. 

§ 1003.704-3 Instructions for complet¬ 
ing contract clauses. 

See § 3.704-3 of this title. 

2. Sections 1003.705, 1003.706 and 

1003.707 are added, as follows: 

§ 1003.705 Procedure. 

(a) The Pricing and Financial Divi¬ 
sion (MCPF), Hq AMC, will conduct or 
monitor all negotiated final overhead 
rates when the Air Force is the only pro¬ 
curement activity concerned or when the 
Air Force is the cognizant negotiating 
service for coordinated negotiations as 
described under § 3.706 of this title. 

(1) MCPF will conduct the negotia¬ 
tion of all final overhead rates estab¬ 
lished pursuant to § 3.704-1 of this title 
when the Air Force is the only procure¬ 
ment activity concerned or when the Air 
Force is the cognizant negotiating service 
for coordinated negotiation (§ 3.706 of 
this title) except with colleges, universi¬ 
ties and research institutes as shown in 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph. 
The contractor’s proposal will be for¬ 
warded through the administrative con¬ 
tracting officer for distribution to MCPF 
or Hq ARDC and to the cognizant audi¬ 
tor. The audit report will be forwarded 
by the cognizant auditor to MCPF or Hq 
ARDC through the Auditor General, 
USAF, liaison activity nearest the office 
responsible for the negotiation, with 
copies provided to the administrative 
contracting officer. In addition to the 
auditor’s responsibility to obtain the con¬ 
tractor’s reaction to the costs question, 
it will normally be the standard proce¬ 
dure for one copy of the audit report, ex¬ 
clusive of narrative comments, to be fur¬ 
nished to the contractor. Doing this 
concurrently with the auditor’s submis¬ 
sion to MCPF will enable the contractor, 
in cooperation with the appropriate audi¬ 
tor to submit additional data or clarify 
facts prior to the negotiation meeting. 
Such data summarizing the contractor’s 
position on each item not conceded in the 
audit report should be forwarded to reach 
MCPF at least 2 weeks prior to actual 
negotiations. These comments will aid 
MCPF in writing the negotiation memo¬ 
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randum and generally expedite the 
actual negotiation. 

C2> MCPF will monitor the negotia¬ 
tion of all final overhead rates estab¬ 
lished pursuant to § 3.704-2 of this title 
when the Air Force is the only procure¬ 
ment activity concerned or when the Air 
Force is the cognizant negotiating service 
for coordinated negotiations (§ 3.706 of 
this title) with colleges, universities and 
research institutes. The authority to 
conduct such negotiation has been dele¬ 
gated to Hq ARDC without redelegation 
authority. 

(b) Advisory audit reports will be used 
in all final overhead negotiations except 
where MCPF or Hq ARDC, as appro¬ 
priate, decides that the amount of over¬ 
head involved is so small that the cost 
of auditing is not justified and the cog¬ 
nizant audit agency is so notified. 

(c) and (d) See § 3.705 (c) and (d) of 
this title. 

(e) MCPF Hq AMC or Hq ARDC as 
appropriate will distribute the negotia¬ 
tion report to all Air Force and other 
Military Departments buying activities 
holding affected contracts and the audit 
activity. 

(f) See § 3.705(f) of this title. 

§ 1003.706 Coordination. 

Where one or more military depart¬ 
ments, other than the Air Force, have 
cost-reimbursement type contracts with 
a contractor, MCPF, Hq AMC, will coor¬ 
dinate with the other military depart¬ 
ments in determining the cognizant 
negotiating activity. Should the deter¬ 
mination be made that the Air Force 
will be the cognizant negotiating activ¬ 
ity, MCPF, Hq AMC, will (a) for nego¬ 
tiations pursuant to § 3.704-1 of this title 
schedule the negotiation meeting, notify 
the other interested services and conduct 
the negotiation, or (b) for negotiations 
pursuant to § 3.704-2 of this title notify 
Hq ARDC who will be responsible for 
scheduling the negotiation meeting, 
notifying the other interested services 
and conducting the negotiations. 

§ 1003.707 Cost sharing rates. 

See § 3.707 of this title. 

Subpart H—Price Negotiation Policies 
and Techniques 

1. Section 1003.802-2 is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1003.802-2 Selection of prospective 
sources. 

See §§ 1003.101-52 and 1003.101-53(d), 
and Subparts G and H, Part 1 of this 
title, and Subparts G and H, Part 1001 
of this chapter. 

2. Sections 1003.804, 1003.804-1 and 
1003.804-2 are revised as follows: 

§ 1003.804 Conduct of negotiations. 

§ 1003.804—1 General. 

Procurement personnel must make 
thorough analysis of contractors’ pro¬ 
posals and must have: (a) Current, com¬ 
plete, correct, and significant cost and 
pricing data and (b) types of subcon¬ 
tracts used or proposed before making 
decisions on.contract prices. In addi¬ 
tion to data furnished by contractor, 
each member of negotiating team (nor¬ 
mally composed of PCO, ACO, price 
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analysts, quality control and production 
specialists, industrial engineer, and 
auditor) will contribute available spe¬ 
cialized information needed to evaluate 
every aspect of proposal. The ACO must 
make specific comment as to effectiveness 
of contractor’s procurement practices. 
The foregoing will be done in addition to 
requirement for certification prescribed 
by § 1003.811(b). 

§ 1003.804-2 Late proposals. 

(a) See § 3.804-2(a) of this title. 

(b) See § 3.804-2(b) of this title. 

(1) Procedure . Research and devel¬ 
opment procurements are exempt from 
the procedure set forth in this subpara¬ 
graph and § 3.804-2(b) (2) of this title. 
The contracting officer will refer a writ¬ 
ten recommended course of action to the 
appropriate officer listed below for writ¬ 
ten concurrence: 

(1) The director or deputy director of 
procurement and production at the AMC 
field procurement activity for contracts 
to be written by that activity. 

(ii) The Commander, or his designee, 
of the AMC center concerned. 

(iii) The commander of the major air 
command concerned (or a duly author¬ 
ized representative not below the level of 
a staff officer responsible for procure¬ 
ment within the headquarters of the first 
echelon of command immediately sub¬ 
ordinate to the major air command). 

(2) See § 3.804-2(b) (2) of this title. 

Subpart I—Subcontracting Policies 
and Procedures 

Subpart I is revised as follows: 

Sec. 

1003.900 Scope of subpart. 

1003.901 General. 

1003.902 Review of “Make or Buy” 

program. 

1003.902- 50 Implementation. 

1003.902- 51 Reports. 

Authority: §§ 1003.900 to 1003.902-51 is¬ 
sued under sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 
8012. Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 
70A Stat. 127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314. 

§ 1003.900 Scope of subpart* 

See § 3.900 of this title. 

§ 1003.901 General. 

(a) “Make or buy” programs will be 
negotiated by the contractor and the 
procuring activity at the earliest prac¬ 
ticable time. If possible, “make or buy” 
decisions will be made during perform¬ 
ance of research and development or 
preproduction contracts which precede 
the request for a cost proposal on the 
end item. If the design status of the end 
item being procured is not sufficiently 
advanced to permit accurate precontract 
identification of all items that may be 
subject to “make or buy” decisions, the 
contractor will be notified that such 
items will be submitted, when identifi¬ 
able, under the terms of the contract 
clause entitled “Changes to Make or 
Buy Program.” 

(b) Where a cost reimbursement, 
price redetermination, or incentive type 
contract is to be used, a review of the 
“make or buy” program should be made 
if there is a significant requirement for 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

additional facilities to be furnished by 
contractor or the Government. 

§ 1003.902 Review of “make or buy” 
program. 

(a) See § 3.902(a) of this title. 

(b) See § 3.902(b) of this title. 

(1) Procuring activities will require 
prospective contractors to submit a 
“make or buy” program only on central 
procurements where cost reimbursement, 
price redetermination, or incentive type 
contracts are to be used. 

(21 Submission of a “make or buy” 
program may be waived by the procur¬ 
ing activity if the proposed contract (ex¬ 
cept R & D contracts) has an estimated 
dollar value of less than $1,000,000. 

(3) Research and development con¬ 
tracts are exempt from the provisions of 
this subpart except when it can reason¬ 
ably be anticipated that follow-on quan¬ 
tities of the product will be procured. 

(4) On all applicable procurements, 
the contractor will submit, with its pro¬ 
posal, a “make or buy” program as de¬ 
scribed in § 3.902(a) of this title, includ¬ 
ing, in addition to information required 
by § 3.902 (b) and (c) of this title: (i) 
A description by which each item can be 
readily identified, (ii) a recommendation 
to make or buy the item or defer the de¬ 
cision, (iii) the names of proposed sub¬ 
contractors when feasible, and (iv) items 
to be made by the contractor, a desig¬ 
nation of the corporate entity where it 
is proposed the work will be performed. 
The contractor should be informed that 
the program he submits should be con¬ 
fined to important items which, because 
of their complexity, quantity, cost, or re¬ 
quirement for additional Government 
facilities, normally would require com¬ 
pany management review of the make- 
or-buy decision. Unimportant “detail 
parts” or “off-the-shelf” items that are 
listed should be deleted during negotia¬ 
tions. 

(5) Either prior to or during negotia¬ 
tion of a “make or buy” program, the 
cognizant AFPRO or APD will assist the 
procuring activity by reviewing the pro¬ 
gram and substantiating data to assure 
that it is adequate to permit intelligent 
evaluation of the applicable factors in 
§ 3.902(c)-of this title. 

(6) Prior to follow-on procurement, 
the procuring activity and the contractor 
will review the existing “make or buy” 
program to determine whether it should 
be revised. 

(c) When a “make or buy” program 
is negotiated with a contractor, or there 
are changes or additions to a “make or 
buy” program, the consideration given 
each item on the “make or buy” program 
(§ 3.902(c) of this title) will be docu¬ 
mented in the contract file. 

(1) to (8) See § 3.902(c)(1) to (viii) 
of this title. 

(9) Consideration will also be given to 
whether the item or work has been sub¬ 
contracted on this or previous contracts, 
and the contractor proposes to withdraw 
the item or work into his own plant. 

(d) See § 3.902(d) of this title. 

(1) The contract clause entitled 
“Changes to Make or Buy Program” 
(§ 3.902(d) of this title) will be incorpo¬ 


rated in all contracts for which a “make 
or buy” program is required. 

(2) On applicable contracts, the cog¬ 
nizant AFPRO or APD will establish a 
procedure with the contractor to insure 
timely compliance with the terms of the 
contract clause. This procedure will in¬ 
clude provisions for processing changes 
to the established “make or buy” pro¬ 
gram and for obtaining “make or buy” 
decisions for items reserved for deferred 
decision or unidentified at the time of 
contract negotiation. The administra¬ 
tive contracting officer will receive re¬ 
quests from the contractor for changes 
or additions to the established “make or 
buy” structure. The ACO will evaluate 
the contractor’s proposal and forward it, 
with his recommendations, to the appro¬ 
priate procuring contracting officer. 

(e) See § 3.902(e) of this title. 

§ 1003.902—50 Implementation* 

(a) A “make” item on a “make or 
buy” program is defined as any item that 
is produced, or work that is performed, 
in or with facilities owned or operated 
by the corporation whose affiliate, sub¬ 
sidiary, division, etc., has management 
responsibility for delivery of the end 
item. Change in the location of produc¬ 
tion or work on “make” items is subject 
to the change notification clause pre¬ 
scribed in § 3.902(d) of this title. 

(b) In all considerations relative to a 
“make or buy” program the procuring 
activity will obtain the advice and assist¬ 
ance of resources and pricing personnel, 
the field production office, AF small busi¬ 
ness specialists, and any other AF per¬ 
sonnel whose knowledge would contrib¬ 
ute to adequate consideration of the fac¬ 
tors established in § 3.902(c) of this 
title. 

(c) If a contract (including supple¬ 

mental agreements for new procure¬ 
ment) does not include the clause 
entitled “Changes to Make or Buy Pro¬ 
gram” (§ 3.902(d) of this title), the con¬ 
tracting officer will document the 
contract file with a written statement of 
facts to sustain and make clear the ap¬ 
propriateness of the determination not 
to include the clause. Such determina¬ 
tion will be based on one of the follow¬ 
ing: (1) the contract is exempt under 
the provisions of § 1003.902(b) (1L 

(2), or (3), (2) the contract is not ex¬ 
empt but there are no items which can 
be identified as constituting a “make or 
buy” program as defined in § 3.902(a) of 
this title, or (3) a deviation has been 
approved pursuant to § 1001.109 of this 
chapter. 

§ 1003.902-51 Reports. 

The reporting requirements of 
§§ 1003.901 and 1003.902 have been ap¬ 
proved by the Bureau of the Budget 
according to the Federal Reports Act- of 
1942 and have been assigned BOB No. 
21-R161 (which expires December 31, 
1960). 

Subpart J—Use of Price Differentials 

in Placing Procurement by Negotia¬ 
tion 

Subpart J is deleted. 
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Subpart U—Depreciation of 
Emergency Facilities 

Subpart U is added as follows: 

Sec. 

1003.2100 Scope of subpart. 

1003.2101 Applicability of subpart. 

1003.2102 Definitions. 

1003.2103 Air Force emergency facilities 

depreciation board. 

1003.2104 Procedures. 

1003.2105 Duties and responsibilities. 

1003.2106 Contractors’ requests for deter¬ 

mination of true deprecia¬ 
tion. 

1003.2106-1 List of contractor information. 

Authority: §§ 1003.2100 to 1003.2106-1 is¬ 
sued. under sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 
8012. Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A 
Stat. 127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314. 

§ 1003.2100 Scope of subpart. 

This subpart states policy, procedures, 
and responsibility governing recognition 
and determination of “true depreciation” 
in negotiated fixed-price and cost-reim¬ 
bursement type contracts. 

§ 1003.2101 Applicability of subpart. 

This subpart applies to the Directorate 
of Procurement and Production, Hq 
AMC, AMC centers and field procure¬ 
ment activities, ARDC, AF base procure¬ 
ment activities in the continental United 
States and contract auditing personnel 
of the Auditor General, USAF. 

§ 1003.2102 Definitions. 

(a) The term “Board” as used herein 
means the “Air Force Emergency Facili¬ 
ties Depreciation Board” (MCPF) ap¬ 
pointed by the Commander AMC, or his 
duly authorized representative, and lo¬ 
cated at Hq AMC. 

(b) The term “normal depreciation” 
as used herein means depreciation rate 
currently approved by Internal Revenue 
Service for income tax purposes. 

(c) The term “true depreciation” as 
used herein is defined in paragraph III 
of DOD Instruction 4105.34. 

§ 1003.2103 Air Force emergency facili¬ 
ties depreciation board. 

(a ) Authority. The Commander, 
AMC is authorized to establish and has 
established and appointed a board desig¬ 
nated the “Air Force Emergency Facili¬ 
ties Depreciation Board.” The Board 
consists of three members, one of whom 
nas been designated chairman. Any two 
members of the Board will constitute a 
Quorum. The concurrence of any two 
members of the Board will be necessary 
m arriving at decisions of the Board. 
Authority to appoint members of the 
hoard and to designate a chairman has 
oeen delegated to the Director of Pro¬ 
curement and Production, Hq AMC with 
Power to redelegate such authority to 
n-L Deputy for Procurement, Hq AMC, 
without authority for further 
^delegation. 

/*?) Application. The determinations 
1 ™ Poard will be binding upon all AF 
Purchasing and contract auditing activi- 
* other military departments with 
ip u amount of true depreciation 

rrW ^ ^ used by such activities in 

Deputing anc * ^locating depreciation 
? mergen cy facilities covered by 
rtincates of Necessity in pricing nego¬ 


tiated contracts. The Board has desig¬ 
nated USAF (AFMPP-PR-2) as a liaison 
representative to act with representa¬ 
tives of the Department of the Army and 
Navy to perform coordinating functions 
as may be required. 

(c) Duties and responsibilities of 
board. (1) The primary function of the 
Board is to determine, upon written re¬ 
quest of contractors, amount of true de¬ 
preciation of emergency facilities for 
which Defense Production Administra¬ 
tion or Office of Civil and Defense Mobi¬ 
lization (OCDM) issues or has issued 
Certificates of Necessity. In making this 
determination the Board is authorized 
to rely upon the accuracy of informa¬ 
tion submitted by contractors according 
to § 1003.2106. The extent to which 
depreciation of emergency facilities is 
considered to be true depreciation will 
depend upon contractor’s demonstration 
of loss of economic usefulness. 

(2) To determine amount of true de¬ 
preciation to be apportioned to the 5- 
year emergency period, the Board will 
consider, among other factors reason 
contractor planned its expansion pro¬ 
gram and depreciation policy followed by 
contractor in computing prices for com¬ 
mercial production. 

Note: Effect of increased capital invest¬ 
ments on contractor’s financial structure 
should have no bearing in determining true 
depreciation. 

(3) The Board’s responsibility is 
limited to determinations on facilities 
covered by Certificates of Necessity. 

(4) The Board will make separate de¬ 
terminations for each type of facility; 
e.g., buildings, machine tools, other 
equipment. 

(5) The Board will keep minutes of its 
proceedings and maintain a permanent 
record of facts and other considerations 
entering into determinations made. 

(6) The Board in special or unusual 
cases may request Defense Production 
Administration (DPA) to furnish avail¬ 
able information which would be perti¬ 
nent in determining true depreciation 
in those cases where DPA has previously 
issued a Certificate of Necessity. 

(7) At its discretion, the Board may: 
(i) Hear oral presentations by contrac¬ 
tors, (ii) arrange plant visits by its mem¬ 
bers or representatives, and (iii) develop 
by other means facts needed to make a 
determination. 

(8) Inquiries concerning DOD Instruc¬ 
tion 4105.34 should be sent to AMC 
(MCPF). 

§ 1003.2104 Procedures. 

(a) Contractors may request a deter¬ 
mination of true depreciation by sub¬ 
mitting all pertinent information to the 
Board through the administrative con¬ 
tracting officer. If contractors send re¬ 
quest directly to the Board, the Board 
will provide administrative contracting 
officer with a copy of the request. To 
the extent practicable, contracts will in¬ 
clude all certificates issued in connection 
with any individual plant or location 
which they desire to have considered for 
determination of true depreciation in 
connection with defense contracts, pro¬ 
viding separate summary schedules of 
those certificates issued prior to and 


subsequent to December 10, 1952. Sub¬ 
contractors may similarly request a de¬ 
termination of true depreciation by sub¬ 
mitting all pertinent information to the 
cognizant prime contractor which in 
turn may refer request to its ACO for 
transmission to the Board. If more than 
one prime contractor is involved, sub¬ 
contractor may submit the request to 
one prime contractor only. The ad¬ 
ministrative contracting officer will for¬ 
ward all requests promptly to the Board 
through the AMA. 

(b) Before reviewing a case, the Board 
will determine jurisdiction. Requests re¬ 
ceived by the Board, involving facilities 
for which Department of Army or Navy 
is responsible, will be forwarded to the 
Board of the Department responsible. A 
liaison committee, in addition to such 
other functions as may be assigned it by 
joint action of the three Boards, will as¬ 
sign doubtful cases and compile and 
maintain a master assignment list. 

(c) Determination will be transmitted 
by the Board to contractor AF procure¬ 
ment activities concerned, the Auditor 
General, Headquarters Liaison Office, 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, 
and the Boards of the Departments of 
the Army and Navy. The Board will 
make similar distribution of determina¬ 
tions received from Army and Navy 
Boards. 

(d) On emergency facilities covered by 
certificates of necessity issued on or after 
July 1,1954, whenever a major portion of 
the cost of facilities in substantial 
amount is to be reimbursed to a contrac¬ 
tor as an element of product prices dur¬ 
ing a relatively short period, considera¬ 
tion will be given in negotiation to pro¬ 
tecting, by appropriate agreement, the 
Government’s interest in the continued 
availability of the facilities for defense 

§ 1003.2105 Duties and responsibilities. 

(a) Industrial Facilities Division 
(LMBI), AMC Aeronautical Systems 
Center. LMBI in reviewing need for 
defense facilities, will consider pos¬ 
sible cost to the Government. If Air 
Force is prime sponsor, LMBI will 
notify OCDM of need for the facility and 
include required data and a statement 
of all factual information available that 
might help OCDM. 

(b) AF buying personnel: Only after 
the Board has made a determination will 
true depreciation be considered an al¬ 
lowable element of cost. If a contract 
is being negotiated and the Board has 
not made a determination, one of the 
following clauses providing for later ad¬ 
justment of price to reflect determina¬ 
tion of true depreciation can be used if 
the contractor insists on it: 

(1) For currently negotiated fixed- 
price contracts: Contractor warrants 
that the prices specified herein do not 
contain any element reflecting more than 
normal depreciation of the emergency 
facilities constructed or acquired by the 
Contractor under certificates of neces¬ 
sity. If the Contractor elects to file a 
request for determination of true depre¬ 
ciation within 12 months from date of 
approval of this contract, then within 6 
months from the date of such determina¬ 
tion made in accordance with DODI 
4105134 dated July 1,1954, and applicable 
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directives or such additional times as the 
Contracting Officer may approve, an 
equitable adjustment of contract prices 
for the supplies or services called for 
hereunder shall be negotiated and evi¬ 
denced by an amendment to this 
contract. 

(2) For currently negotiated final 
rates of overhead: Contractor warrants 
that the final rate of overhead specified 

herein for the period (s) _do 

not contain any element reflecting more 
than normal depreciation of emergency 
facilities constructed or acquired by the 
Contractor under Certificates of Neces¬ 
sity. If the Contractor elects to file a 
request for determination of true depre¬ 
ciation within 12 months from date of 
approval of this contract, then within 
6 months, or such additional time as the 
Contracting Officer may approve, from 
the date of such determination made in 
accordance with DODI 4105.34, dated 
July 1, 1954, and applicable directives, 
an equitable adjustment of final rate of 
overhead specified above shall be nego¬ 
tiated and evidenced by an amendment 
to this contract. 

(3) For current price redetermination 

negotiations: Contractor warrants that 
the redetermined prices specified herein 
for the period (s)_do not con¬ 

tain any element reflecting more than 
normal depreciation of emergency fa¬ 
cilities constructed or acquired by the 
Contractor under Certificates of Neces¬ 
sity. If the Contractor elects to file a 
request for determination of true depre¬ 
ciation within 12 months from date of 
approval of this supplemental agree¬ 
ment, then within 6 months, or such ad¬ 
ditional time as the Contracting Officer 
may approve, from the date of such de¬ 
termination made in accordance with 
DODI 4105.34, dated July 1, 1954, and 
applicable directives, an equitable ad¬ 
justment of contract prices for the sup¬ 
plies or services called for hereunder 
shall be negotiated and evidenced by an 
amendment to this contract. 

(c) Administrative contracting offi¬ 
cers. AF ACO’s will send requests for 
determination of true depreciation to 
the Board through the AM A. Where 
the determination is clearly the respon¬ 
sibility of the AF Board, the ACO will 
keep one copy of the request, forward 
original and three copies of the request 
and three copies of the certificates, but 
take no other action except at specific 
request by the Board. AMA will keep 
one copy of request and certificates and 
forward the remainder to the Board. 
Where review and approval of subcon¬ 
tract prices is required, the ACO will 
approve no allowance for true depreci¬ 
ation unless the Board has made a 
determination. 

§ 1003.2106 Contractors’ requests for 
determination of true depreciation. 

Requests will: 

(a) Include information called for by 
§ 1003.2106-1. Contractors are required 
to furnish five copies of the information, 
properly certified and three copies of 
the Certificate applications including 
supporting schedules. 

(b) Be signed by a responsible official 
of the contractor. 


(c) Contain the following certification 
by the official signing the request: 

I hereby certify that the information con¬ 
tained in the foregoing request is true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief. 

§ 1003.2106—1 List of contractor infor¬ 
mation. 

Information to be submitted by con¬ 
tractors to the board to support requests 
for determination of true depreciation 
on emergency facilities covered by cer¬ 
tificates of necessity. The contractor 
will submit to the Army, Navy, or Air 
Force Emergency Facilities Depreciation 
Board (as appropriate), his request for a 
determination of true depreciation by 
an original and four copies of items other 
than item 2, and three copies for item 
2. The request will contain the informa¬ 
tion indicated below. The contractor, 
to the extent practicable, will include all 
certificates issued in connection with 


any individual plant or location which 
he desires to have considered for de¬ 
termination of true depreciation in con¬ 
nection with the defense contracts. The 
responses to these questions may be in 
narrative or tabular form as the con¬ 
tractor deems best suited to his circum¬ 
stances with such amplification as he 
considers necessary. If the contractor 
considers a given question to be inap¬ 
plicable in his particular case, he should 
so state and give reasons therefor. The 
reporting and/or record keeping require¬ 
ments contained herein have been ap¬ 
proved by the Bureau of the Budget in 
accordance with the Federal Reports Act 
of 1942 (AF Bui 51, 1951). (Bureau of 
the Budget No. 21-R060 (expiration- 
indefinite) ). 

1. (a) Name and address of contractor. 

(b) Location of the facility or facilities. 

(c) Summary of the cost of the facilities 
(segregated by individual necessity certifi¬ 
cates) substantially as follows: 


Cost 


Land 

Buildings 
and fixed 

Equipment 

1 Other 

Total 

Dato 

completion 


installations 





Percent 

certified 


Necessity Certificate No._: 

Location of Facilities_(City and 

State). 

2. Photostats or similar facsimiles of 
Necessity Certificate(s) (Form ODM 78), and 
one copy of the application(s) (including 
supporting documentation) to the Defense 
Production Administration or the Office of 
Civil and Defense Mobilization therefor. 

3. (a) When did you first authorize your 
expansion program in connection with the 
Necessity Certificate (s) ? 

(b) Why did you plan this expansion 
program? 

4. What military contracts and subcon¬ 
tracts do you now have requiring the use of 
each facility? For each contract and sub¬ 
contract furnish the following: 

(a) Contract number. 

(b) Total dollar value. 

(c) Undelivered dollar value. 

(d) Estimated completion date. 

(e) Type of contract (CPFF fixed price, 
fixed price-redetermination, fixed price- 
incentive, etc.). 

5. With which military departments or 
military contracts are you now negotiating 
or do you expect to negotiate for proposed 
new procurements? Indicate type of prod¬ 
uct, end item estimated dollar amount. 

6. Have you requested a determination of 
“true depreciation” for other facilities from 
any other military department (s) ? 

(a) Yes or no. 

(b) Department(s). 

(c) Certificate file number (s). 

7. State for. each item or by groups or 
categories comprising similar type of items 
on Appendix A of Necessity Certificate(s): 

(a) (1) Annual normal depreciation rate 
currently approved by the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue for income tax purposes. 

(2) Rate at which item is being depreci¬ 
ated by you in your operating accounting 
records. 

(3) Rate being used for military contract 
pricing. 

(b) Is this item, group or category inte¬ 
grated in or isolated from the production 
process to the extent that special considera¬ 
tion should be given to it in determining true 
depreciation? 

(c) Is this Item, group or category con¬ 
vertible to your possible post-emergency 
operations? 

(1) Fully or partially and percent of orig¬ 
inal cost not convertible. 


(2) Estimate of useful remaining life in 
years. 

(3) Not convertible. 

(d) What plans do you have for the use or 
disposition of this facility, item, group or 
category after the emergency period? 

(e) Explain to what extent, if any, the 
facility, item, group or category may cause 
prospective extraordinary obsolescence of 
preexisting facilities which are not, in fact, 
already obsolete. 

(f) Describe briefly and state cost of any 
special construction features included in this 
facility, item, group, or category which were 
made necessary exclusively by defense pro¬ 
duction requirements. 

8. State any additional information other 
than that submitted above which should he 
taken into consideration in making a deter¬ 
mination of true depreciation for this facil¬ 
ity, item, group, or category. 

9. State your estimate of true deprecia¬ 
tion for each facility, item, group, or cate¬ 
gory and your evaluation of the above facts 
to support such estimate. 

(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. 
Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A Stat. 
127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314) 


PART 1004—COORDINATED 
PROCUREMENT 

Part 1004 is completely revised, as 
follows: 

Sec. 

1004.002 Procurement agreements. 

Subpart A—Definition of Terms 

1004.101 Definitions. 

1004.101- 1 Coordinated procurement. 

1004.101- 2 Single procurement. 

1004.101- 3 Requiring department. 

1004.101- 4 Procuring department. 

1004.101- 5 Military interdepartmental pur¬ 

chase request (MIPR)» 

Subpart B —Policies and General Principles 

1004.200 Scope of subpart. 

1004.201 Application of procurement a 

signment. 0 . 

1004.202 Responsibility under single P™ 

curement. t 

1004.202- 1 Single department procuremei • 

1004.202- 2 Joint procurement. 
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Deu. 

1004.202- 3 Plant cognizance procurement. 

1004.203 General principles governing im¬ 

plementation of procurement 
assignments. 

1004.203- 1 Standard format; development 

and promulgation of imple¬ 
menting procedures. 

1004.203- 2 Relationship between research 

and development and single 
procurement. 

1004.203- 3 Small dollar value purchases. 

1004.203- 4 Emergency. 

1004.203- 5 Department of Defense manu¬ 

facturing establishments. 

1004.203- 6 Local purchase as a normal 

means of supply. 

1004.204 Items in short supply. 

1004.205 Transfer of uncompleted con¬ 

tracts. 

1004.205- 1 Effect of assignment of procure¬ 

ment responsibility. 

1004.205- 2 Disputes under transferred con¬ 

tracts. 

1004.205- 3 Contracting officers under trans¬ 

ferred contracts. 

1004.206 Purchase authorization. 

1004.206- 1 MIPR’s or other authorized pro¬ 

curement requests. 

1004.206- 2 Determinations and findings. 

1004.207 Components of end items. 

1004.207- 1 Contractor-furnished compo¬ 

nents. 

1004.207- 2 Government-furnished compo¬ 

nents. 

1004.207- 3 Purchase of components over 

and above those initially pur¬ 
chased with the end item. 

1004.208 Funds and payments. 

1004.208- 1 Citation of appropriation and 

funds of requiring depart¬ 
ment. 

1004.208- 2 Citation of funds of procuring 

department. 

1004.210 Administrative costs. 

1004.211 Inspection. 

1004.212 Execution and administration of 

contracts. 

1004.213 Status reporting. 

1004.214 Specifications. 

1004.215 Transportation of supplies. 

Authority: §§ 1004.002 to 1004.215 issued 
under sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. 
Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A Stat. 
127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314. 


§ 1004.002 Procurement agreements. 

This section implements Department 
of Defense policies on the making of 
procurement agreements and the dele¬ 
gation of functional responsibilities re¬ 
lated to procurement from one military 
department to another. 

(a) ARDC activities authorized to 
Procure research and development serv- 
ces or test items and AMC central pro- 
Api^ nent (centers, AMA’s and 

«*h>s) are authorized to enter into bi¬ 
lateral agreements with activities of the 
nr!5 er * nilitar y departments for the co- 
J^? ated Procurement of supplies or 
rp C n Ces -J? r . delegation of functional 
P^H^tottties related to procurement, 
oi Bilateral agreements may be 
in? k ei ^ e . r a one-time or a continu- 
rpLiv S i S implemented to the degree 
^ efficiently accomplish their 
SG ' The submission of a procure- 
one rw Ql i est by a retiring activity of 
Proom^ rtn J ent . and its acceptance by a 
menf ^ men J activity of another depart- 
munipof * en though based on verbal com- 
*111 establish a one-time 
contw nt * Bllateral agreements of a 
to mnu^P nature and those applicable 
A iple aetivities will be formalized, 


distributed, and implemented among the 
activities involved. 

(c) The Coordinated Procurement 
and Assignment Branch (MCPPC), Hq 
AMC, is responsible for monitoring the 
coordinated procurement program. 
Recommendations or questions pertain¬ 
ing to bilateral agreements may be re¬ 
ferred to AMC (MCPPC). Two copies 
of each formal procurement agreement 
will be forwarded to MCPPC. 

(d) Formal agreements applicable to 
multiple AMC procurement activities 
are contained in AMCM 70-4. 

Subpart A—Definitions of Terms 

§ 1004.101 Definitions. 

See § 4.101 of this title. 

§ 1004.101—1 Coordinated procurement. 

See § 4.101-1 of this title. 

§ 1004.101—2 Single procurement. 

See § 4.101-2 of this title. 

§ 1004.101—3 Requiring department. 

See § 4.101-3 of this title. 

§ 1004.101—4 Procuring department. 

See § 4.101-4 of this title. 

§ 1004.101-5 Military interdepartmental 
purchase request (MIPR). 

See § 4.101-5 of this title. 

Subpart B—Policies and General 
Principles 

§ 1004.200 Scope of subpart. 

See .§ 4.200 of this title. 

§ 1004.201 Application of procurement 
assignment. 

Single procurement assignments are of 
limited application within the Air Force 
to other than AMC central procurement 
activities. (See § 4.203-6 of this title and 
§ 1004.203-6). 

§ 1004.202 Responsibility under single 
procurement. 

Recommendations and questions con¬ 
cerning procurement assignments and 
implementing instructions may be re¬ 
ferred through channels to AMC 
(MCPPC). 

§ 1004.202—1 Single department pro¬ 
curement. 

See § 4.202-1 of this title. 

§ 1004.202—2 Joint procurement. 

See § 4.202-2 of this title. 

§ 1004.202—3 Plant cognizance procure¬ 
ment. 

See § 4.202-3 of this title. 

§ 1004.203 General principles govern¬ 
ing implementation of procurement 
assignments. 

§ 1004.203—1 Standard format; devel¬ 
opment and promulgation of imple¬ 
menting procedures. 

(a) Each implementing procedure sets 
forth the circumstances under which the 
assigned items are authorized to be cen¬ 
trally procured by other than the as¬ 
signed department or agency. See 
§ 1004.203-6 concerning items designated 
for local purchase (base procurement) 
as a normal means of supply. 


(b) Direct or local purchase (base pro¬ 
curement) of an item(s) assigned to the 
Army, Navy, a joint agency or a single 
manager may be authorized by the prop¬ 
erty class manager in the AF prime AMA 
or depot, on a one-time basis provided 
such authorization is according to the 
terms of the implementing procedures. 
Such items may not be purchased di¬ 
rectly nor authorized for local purchase 
(base procurement) beyond the terms 
of the implementing procedures unless a 
written waiver or clearance has been ob¬ 
tained in each case from the department, 
joint agency or single manager having 
procurement responsibility. When a 
waiver or clearance is obtained, such 
authority will be attached to the pur¬ 
chase request as a matter of record. 

§ 1004.203—2 Relationship between re¬ 
search and development and single 
procurement. 

See § 4.203-2 of this title. 

§ 1004.203—3 Small dollar value pur¬ 
chases. 

See § 4.203-3 of this title. 

§ 1004.203—4 Emergency. 

See § 4.203-4 of this title. 

§ 1004.203—5 Department of Defense 
manufacturing establishments. 

See § 4.203-5 of this title. ; 

§ 1004.203—6 Local purchase as a nor¬ 
mal means of supply. 

(a) Scope. This section sets forth the 
policy with respect to the Air Force au¬ 
thority to make direct purchases (in¬ 
cluding base procurements) of non-mili¬ 
tary type items assigned to the Army, 
Navy, a joint agency, or a single manager 
of procurement. 

(b) Applicability. This section applies 
to all AF activities effecting procure¬ 
ments within the United States. 

(c) Items which are assigned to an¬ 
other department or agency of the De¬ 
partment of Defense for procurement, 
but which are currently coded local pur¬ 
chase in AF stock lists and funded for 
local purchase (base procurement) as the 
normal means of supply may be pur¬ 
chased by AF activities in the open mar¬ 
ket without reference to the assignment. 
When an item is coded local purchase for 
a future fiscal year, this authority will 
become effective with the effective date 
of the local purchase coding. 

(d) This extended local purchase 
(base procurement) authority does not 
apply to items assigned to the General 
Services Administration for procure¬ 
ment. The policies and procedures for 
acquiring supplies or services through 
the facilities of the GSA or other Gov¬ 
ernment Agencies are set forth in Part 5 
of this title and Part 1005 of this chapter. 

§ 1004.204 Items in short supply. 

See § 4.204 of this title. 

§ 1004.205 Transfer of uncompleted 
contracts. 

§ 1004.205—1 Effect of assignment of 
procurement responsibility. 

See § 4.205-1 of this title. 
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§ 1004.205—2 Disputes under trans¬ 
ferred contracts. 

See § 4.205-2 of this title. 

§ 1004.205-3 Contracting officers un¬ 
der transferred contracts. 

See § 4.205-3 of this title. 

§ 1004.206 Purchase authorization. 

§ 1004.206—1 MIPR’s or other author¬ 
ized procurement requests. 

Procurement assignments are predi¬ 
cated on centralized procurement and 
supply methods; therefore, only AMC 
activities authorized to centrally procure 
supply items and ARDC activities au¬ 
thorized to procure R & D and test items 
may initiate MIPR’s. The use of MIPR’s 
and other authorized procurement re¬ 
quests is prescribed in § 16.600 of this 
title. The foregoing restriction does not 
apply to foreign procurement activities. 

§ 1004.206—2 Determinations and find¬ 
ings. 

See § 4.206-2 of this title. 

§ 1004.207 Components of end items. 

§ 1004.207-1 Contractor-furnished com¬ 
ponents. 

See § 4.207-1 of this title. 

§ 1004.207—2 Government-furnished 
components. 

See § 4.207-2 of this title. 

§ 1004.207-3 Purchase of components 
over and above those initially pur¬ 
chased with the end item. 

See § 4.207-3 of this title. 

§ 1004.208 Funds and payments. 

Each MIPR prepared by an AF activ¬ 
ity will contain instructions concerning 
submission of invoices and will designate 
the accounting and finance office (dis¬ 
bursing office) which will make payment 
on the resulting contract. The Director 
of Accounting and Finance, Hq USAF, 
is responsible for exchanging informa¬ 
tion on disbursing offices with the De¬ 
partment of the Army and Navy and 
will furnish AF activities with lists of 
disbursing officers and general require¬ 
ments concerning submission of invoices. 
Financing or funding will be done ac¬ 
cording to any approved method agreed 
upon by the departments concerned. In 
this connection, it is AF policy to make 
direct citation of funds on Military In¬ 
terdepartmental Purchase Request (DD 
Form 448 and 448-1), with disbursement 
of such funds being accomplished by the 
AF accounting and finance officer desig¬ 
nated in the MIPR. 

§ 1004.208—1 Citation of appropriation 
and funds of requiring department. 

See § 4.208-1 of this title. 

§ 1004.208—2 Citation of funds of pro¬ 
curing department. 

See § 4.208-2 of this title. 

§ 1004.210 Administrative costs. 

See § 4.210 of this title. 

§ 1004.211 Inspection. 

See § 4.211 of this title. 


§ 1004.212 Execution and administra¬ 
tion of contracts. 

See § 4.212 of this title. 

§ 1004.213 Status reporting. 

See § 4.213 of this title. 

§ 1004.214 Specifications. 

See § 4.214 of this title. 

§ 1004.215 Transportation of supplies. 
See § 4.215 of this title. 


PART 1005—INTERDEPARTMENTAL 
PROCUREMENT 

Subpart A—Procurement Under Fed¬ 
eral Supply Schedule Contracts 

In § 1005.103-2(d), subparagraph (3) 
is revised to read as follows: 

§ 1005.103—2 Exceptions to mandatory 
use. 

***** 

(d) * * * 

(3) It is mandatory that all U.S. re¬ 
quirements for household and quarters 
furniture and equipment covered in the 
Federal Supply Schedules or GSA Stores 
Stock Catalogs be satisfied through GSA 
sources. This includes U.S. requirements 
for household and quarters furniture 
and equipment exceeding the maximum 
order limitation in the Federal Supply 
Schedules. It is also mandatory that 
unscheduled or Military specification 
household and quarters furniture and 
equipment (Table of allowance 1-1Q 
items) requirements in the U.S. be pro¬ 
cured by GSA when the total amount of 
the requirement is in excess of $2,500. 
The mandatory actions of this subpara¬ 
graph apply to all Table of Allowance 
1-1Q items except mattresses and bed¬ 
clothing FSC 7210, and prison and blind 
made products mandatory through other 
channels. The mandatory actions of this 
subparagraph apply to major appliances 
such as household washers, dryers, re¬ 
frigerators, and ranges, and are also ap¬ 
plicable to procurements made in the 
U.S. to fulfill oversea requirements. 
Requirements for household and quar¬ 
ters furniture and equipment as de¬ 
scribed in this subparagraph, will be ob¬ 
tained as follows: 

(i) U.S. requirements for items cov¬ 
ered in and within the limitations of the 
Federal Supply Schedules or GSA Stores 
Stock Catalogs will be satisfied through 
the prescribed GSA sources according 
to established procuring and requisition¬ 
ing procedures. 

(ii) U.S. requirements for items ex¬ 
ceeding the maximum order limitations 
of Federal Supply Schedules and require¬ 
ments for other than scheduled or GSA 
stores stock items will be requisitioned 
by supply activities directly from GSA, 
Federal Supply Service, National Buying 
Division, 7th and D Street, SW., Wash¬ 
ington 25, D.C. 

(iii) Oversea supply activities will for¬ 
ward orders for all items not procurable 
in the oversea area under the provisions 
of § 1006.2001-1 of this chapter directly 
to the appropriate GSA regional office as 
specified in paragraph 30, section II, 
volume II, AFM 67-1. 


(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. 
Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A Stat. 
127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314) 


PART 1006—FOREIGN PURCHASES 

Subpart A—Buy American Act; Supply 
and Service Contracts 

1. Section 1006.103-5 is added as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1006.103-5 Canadian supplies. 

See § 6.103-5 of this title. 

(a) Findings. Pursuant to the Buy 
American Act (41 U.S.C. 10 a-d) and in 
keeping with ASPR 6-103.5, 6-104 and 
6-504, as revised April 20, 1959,1 hereby 
determine that it would be inconsistent 
with the public interest to apply the re¬ 
strictions of the Buy American Act to 
the acquisition of supplies mined, pro¬ 
duced, or manufactured in Canada 
which are included in the following list: 
Federal Supply Classification 


Group 

12 Fire Control Equipment, Classes 1230, 

1270,1280, 1290. 

13 Ammunition and Explosives, Classes 

1336, 1340, 1375. 

14 Guided Missiles, All Classes. 

15 Aircraft and Airframe Structural Com¬ 

ponents, All Classes. 

16 Aircraft Components and Accessories, All 

Classes. 

17 Aircraft Launching, Landing, and 

Ground Handling Equipment, All 
Classes. 

26 Tires and Tubes, Class 2620. 

28 Engines, Turbines, and Components, 

Classes 2805, 2810, 2815, 2835, 2840, 
2845, 2895. 

29 Engine Accessories, All Classes. 

43 Pumps and Compressors, Class 4310. 

49 Maintenance and Repair Shop Equip¬ 
ment, Classes 4920, 4931, 4935. 

58 Communication Equipment, Classes 

5805, 5815, 5820, 5821, 5825, 5826, 5830, 
5831, 5835, 5840, 5841, 5850, 5895. 

59 Electrical and Electronic Equipment 

Components, All Classes. 

61 Electric Wire, and Power and Distribu¬ 
tion Equipment, All Classes. 

63 Alarm and Signal Systems, Class 6340. 

66 Instruments and Laboratory Equipment, 

Classes 6605, 6610, 6615, 6620, 6625. 

67 Photographic Equipment, All Classes. 

69 Training Aids and Devices, Classes 6910, 

6920, 6930, 6940. 

P. B. Taylor, 

Assistant Secretary of the Air Force. 

(b) to (d) See § 6.103-5(b) to (d) of 
this title. 


Subpart C—Appropriation Act Restric¬ 
tions on Procurement of Foreign 
Supplies 


A new Subpart C is added as follows: 


Secs. 

1006.300 

1006.301 

1006.302 

1006.303 

1006.304 
1006.304-1 


1006.304-2 

1006.305 


Scope of subpart. 

Definition. 

Restriction. 

Exceptions. 

Procedures. 

Procurement of food, clothin 0 - 
spun silk yarn for cartridge 
cloth, or items containing mo¬ 
hair or cotton. . 

Procurement of items containi g 
wool (except mohair). 

Contract clause. 


Authority: §§ 1006.300 to 1006.305 is ®^ ed 
under sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 80^- 
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Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A Stat. 
127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314. 

§ 1006.300 Scope of subpart. 

See § 6.300 of this title. 

§ 1006.301 Definition. 

See § 6.301 of this title. 

§ 1006.302 Restriction. 

See § 6.302 of this title. 

§ 1006.303 Exceptions. 

See § 6.303 of this title. 

§ 1006.304 Procedures. 

See § 6.304 of this title. 

§ 1006.304-1 Procurement of food, 
clothing, spun silk yarn for cartridge 
cloth, or items containing mohair or 
cotton. 

See § 6.304-1 of this title. 


posals from individual Canadian firms 
for forwarding by coverletter to the pro¬ 
curing activity; and any bid or proposal 
received directly from a Canadian firm 
should be referred to the Canadian Com¬ 
mercial Corporation. The cover letter 
should state that awards as a result of 
the bids or proposals forwarded may be 
made to the Canadian Commercial 
Corporation. 

(b) Bids of the Canadian Commercial 
Corporation will be subject to the same 
evaluation as the bids of the United 
States firms and, with United States 
firms, bids which do not conform to the 
essential requirements of the IFB will 
be considered nonresponsive. 

3. Section 1006.554 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1006.554 Research contracts with 
Canadian educational institutions. 


§ 1006.304—2 Procurement of items 
containing wool (except mohair). 

See § 6.304-2 of this title. 

§ 1006.305 Contract clause. 

See § 6.305 of this title. 


Subpart E—Canadian Purchases 

1. Section 1006.501 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 


§ 1006.501 Purchases from Canadian 
suppliers. 

Awards, resulting in the placement of 
a prime contract in the Dominion of 
Canada, will be made to the Canadian 
Commercial Corporation, 2450 Massa¬ 
chusetts Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
For award of research contracts with 
Canadian Educational Institutions see 
§ 1006.554. This subpart is not appli¬ 
cable to base procurement activities. 
Such activities will enter into contracts 
directly with Canadian firms. 

2 . Sections 1006.502, 1006.503 and 
1006.551 are added as follows: 

§ 1006.502 Guarantee by Canadian Gov¬ 
ernment. 


See § 6.502 of this title. 

§ 1006.503 Agreement with Departmen 
of Defence Production (Canada). 

(a) See § 6.503(a) of this title. 

(b) Where proposals are received h 
umadian currency, the amount of th 
resultant contract will also be stated ii 
Canadian currency. The contrac 

will be annotated to indicat 
Wm y . at * ,he contract is stated ii 
rerms of Canadian currency. The Ad 
(Apm rat ?. ve Commitment Documen 
oth D) wlU be written in terms of Unite< 
Mates currency and will be based upoi 

of exchan §e used in evaluatioi 

01 Proposals. 

cinrlT^ 6 Agreement provides for re 
suhorfn. , ln ® pection service on prime an< 
and th tr ?N CtS of the military department 

tio n (Canada^ tment ° f Defense Produc 
§ 1006.551 
Posals. | 

recti I £* 811(1 Proposals received c 
accenteri ™ Canadian firms will not 

Corpora Canadian Commerci 

oration is to receive bids and pr 
No. 97_ 4 


Submission of bids and pr 


The Canadian Government, through 
the Defence Research Board of Canada, 
has requested that all research procure¬ 
ments contemplated with educational 
institutions in Canada be cleared 
through a central point to prevent 
United States agencies from duplicating 
support of research projects already sup¬ 
ported by Canadian Government agen¬ 
cies. Accordingly, the following proce¬ 
dure will govern in the placement of 
research contracts with Canadian edu¬ 
cational institutions. 

(a) Unclassified Requests for Proposal 
will be forwarded directly to the insti¬ 
tution, provided two copies are forwarded 
concurrently to the Defence Research 
Member (DRM), Canadian Joint Staff, 
2450 Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. Unless the DRM advises 
that the proposed institution is not in a 
position to undertake the research, pro¬ 
curement action will proceed in a normal 
manner. 

(b) Unsolicited research proposals re¬ 
ceived from Canadian educational insti¬ 
tutions will be forwarded to Hq ARDC 
(RDSFR) for action. 

(c) Unclassified research contracts 
awarded to Canadian educational insti¬ 
tutions will be forwarded directly to the 
institution, provided one copy is for¬ 
warded concurrently to the DRM and 
one copy concurrently to the Chairman, 
Defence Research Board, Headquarters, 
Department of National Defence, Ot¬ 
tawa, Canada. Unless the institution is 
advised to the contrary by DRM, it will 
execute the contract. Subsequent to the 
execution for the U.S. Government, the 
procuring contracting officer will notify 
the Defence Research Member, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. of the date of award. 

(d) Requests for proposals involving 
United States classified defense informa¬ 
tion will be forwarded to Hq ARDC 
(RDSFIF) for action. 

Subpart F—Duty and Customs 

Section 1006.605 is added as follows: 

§ 1006.605 Duty-free entry of listed 
Canadian supplies. 

See § 6.605 of this title. 

Subpart T—Offshore Procurement 

1. Section 1006.2000 is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 1006.2000 Definitions. 

For purposes of this subpart, separate 
definitions are given for USAF and MAP 
offshore procurements. 

(a) For USAF procurements, “Off¬ 
shore Procurements (OSP) ” means pro¬ 
curement of material, supplies, or serv¬ 
ices by foreign procurement activities, 
AMFPA, and AMFEA from indigenous 
sources for delivery and use outside the 
continental United States, its Territories 
and possessions; “Indigenous Sources” 
are those procurement sources outside 
the continental United States, its Terri¬ 
tories and possessions; “Services’* in¬ 
clude repairs and utilities projects and 
service contracts involving private 
contractors. 

(b) For MAP procurements, “Offshore 
Procurement (OSP)” means the pro¬ 
curement in friendly foreign countries of 
military equipment, materials, or services 
included in the Military Assistance 
Program. 

It should be pointed out that offshore 
procurement does not constitute a 
separate or special category of AF activ¬ 
ity, but is rather a program to encourage 
and facilitate procurement of USAF and 
MAP requirements from friendly sources 
for the mutual benefit of the United 
States and allied nations. 

2. Section 1006.2001 is added as 
follows: 

§ 1006.2001 Policies applicable to 
USAF and MAP offshore procure¬ 
ments. 

(a) The OSP program is under over¬ 
all policy guidance of the Department 
of Defense and the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
under basic authority contained in the 
Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 1951, 
with broad objectives of developing for¬ 
eign production sources and military 
defenses. 

(b) The OSP program will be imple¬ 
mented to the maximum extent prac¬ 
ticable for both USAF and MAP 
requirements when this is to the ad¬ 
vantage of the United States. 

(c) See § 4.201 of this title regarding 
single department procurement assign¬ 
ments outside the continental United 
States. 

§ 1006.2001-2 [Amendment] 

3. In § 1006.2001-2, the section head¬ 
ing is revised to read: “MAP 
procurements.” 

4. Section 1006.2002 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1006.2002 Functions and responsibili¬ 
ties ; MAP program. 

(a) When appropriate and by mutual 
agreement between Commander-in- 
Chief, Pacific (CINCPAC) and Com- 
mander-in-Chief Far East (CINCFE), 
CINCFE will administer MAP/OSP in 
Pacific Command (PACOM). 

(b) In developing offshore procure¬ 
ment programs to purchase maximum 
justifiable quantities from sources in 
friendly foreign countries, Hq USAF will 
place emphasis on items: (1) Having 
high combat mortality, the production 
of which overseas will result in decreased 
demands on the United States for logistic 
support in time of war, (2) where pro- 
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duction sources in the United States are 
either nonexistent or limited and it is 
not desirable to establish or expand such 
sources, (3) for which production off¬ 
shore will perpetuate or expand an exist¬ 
ing desirable defense production base. 
Selection of items will further be based 
upon procurement abroad not resulting 
in one or more of the following: 

(i) Serious adverse effects on the 
United States defense production base. 

(ii) Unjustifiable costs in comparison 
with procurement costs in the United 
States, including transportation from the 
United States to recipient countries. 

(iii) Delays in delivery incompatible 
with United States defense objectives. 

(iv) Production offshore which would 
be detrimental to the security interests 
of the United States. 

(c) Under criteria outlined in para¬ 
graph (c) (2) and (c) (3) of § 1006.2001- 
2, and otherwise when considered ap¬ 
propriate, CINCEUR, CINCFE, and 
CINCPAC, for their respective areas, 
will be responsible for developing and 
submitting proposals for offshore pro¬ 
curement projects in excess of approved 
offshore procurement programs. Such 
proposals will be fully justified to the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISA) 
and will include sufficient information 
for a final determination. 

5. In § 1006.2005, paragraphs (b) to 
(d) are added as follows: 

§ 1006.2005 Prohibitions. 

***** 

(b) Reacquisition of surplus items . 
See Subpart O, Part 1053 of this chapter, 
“Prior Government Ownership of Items 
Being Procured.” 

(cr) Purchases from sources in the 
continental United States. With the ex¬ 
ception of the procurement activities 
listed below, contracting officers in over¬ 
sea commands, including United States 
Territories and possessions, will not ef¬ 
fect base procurement of supply items 
from sources within the continental 
United States. When supplies are not 
available for base procurement from 
sources in the oversea area, the purchase 
request will be returned to the initiator 
for requisition according to applicable 
supply regulations. 

(1) When supply items are not avail¬ 
able from local sources, contracting offi¬ 
cers in the following commands and AP 
bases are authorized to effect base pro¬ 
curement in the continental United 
States: 

(1) Alaskan Air Command. (This in¬ 
cludes contracting officers at AP bases 
within the Alaskan Air Command.) 

(ii) Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto 
Rico. 

(iii) Anderson Air Force Base, Guam. 

(iv) Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii. 

(v) Albrook Air Force Base, Canal 
Zone. 

(2) There is no prohibition to restrict 
the procurement of services from sources 
within the continental United States, 
whenever feasible or practicable to do so. 

(3) Exception for emergency base 
procurement of nonstandard medical 
supplies. This subparagraph authorizes 
emergency base procurement of non¬ 
standard medical supplies in the United 


States, in an amount not in excess of 
$100 per line item or totaling more than 
$100 per purchase. This subparagraph 
applies to all oversea commands when 
the situation is critical and when such 
medical items are required on an emer¬ 
gency basis and are not available 
through military supply channels. 

(d) Appropriation Act restrictions in 
procurement of foreign supplies. See 
Subpart C, Part 6 of this title and Sub¬ 
part C of this part. 

(Sec. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.S.C. 8012. 
Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A Stat. 
127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314) 


PART 1007—CONTRACT CLAUSES 

Subpart A—Clauses for Bilateral 
Fixed-Price Supply Contracts 

1. Sections 1007.104-9 and 1007.104-10 
are revised as follows: 

§ 1007.104—9 Rights in data. 

See § 7.104-9 of this title. 

§ 1007.104—10 Ground and flight risk. 
See § 7.104-10 of this title. 

2. Section 1007.104-22 is added as 
follows: 

§ 1007.104—22 Subcontracts. 

See § 7.104-22 of this title. Also see 
§ 1007.4030. 

Subpart B—Clauses for Cost-Reim* 
bursement Type Supply Contracts 

Sections 1007.203-8 and 1007.204-55 
are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1007.203—8 Subcontracts. 

See § 7.203-8 of this title. 

§ 1007.204—55 Financial management 
report. 

Insert the following clause in con¬ 
tracts of $25,000 or more. 

(a) On or before the thirtieth day of 
the month following the end of each 
calendar quarter, until such time as the 
uninvoiced dollar amount of this con¬ 
tract is less than $25,000, the Contractor 
shall submit to the Contracting Officer, 
on DD Form 1097, dated November 1, 
1959, or other authorized form calling 
for substantially the same information, 
furnished by the Contracting Officer, a 
report of the financial status of the 
contract, as of the end of such quarter. 
The Contracting Officer may extend the 
time for filing said report for a period 
not to exceed ten working days. 

(b) This clause does not modify the 
obligations of the Contractor under the 
clause of this contract entitled (“Limita¬ 
tion of Cost”). 

Subpart D—Clauses for Cost-Reim¬ 
bursement Type Research and De¬ 
velopment Contracts 

Section 1007.404r-17 is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1007.404—17 Financial management 
report. 

Insert the clause set forth in § 1007. 
204-55 in contracts in excess of $25,000, 
with commercial contractors and in 


excess of $100,000 if with nonprofit 
institutions. 

Subpart AA—Clauses for Facilities 
Contracts 

1. In § 1007.2703-13, paragraph (d) of 
the Clause is revised as follows: 

§ 1007.2703—13 Termination. 

***** 

Termination 

***** 

(d) In the event any facilities are to be 
purchased or constructed hereunder by the 
Contractor on behalf of the Government, 
upon termination hereunder by the Govern¬ 
ment of any such purchased or constructed 
facilities prior to the completion thereof, 
the Contractor shall stop all further work 
and the making of all further commitments 
thereon. The Contractor and the Contract¬ 
ing Officer shall negotiate an amount that 
will reasonably compensate the Contractor 
for the actual cost, if any, incurred by it with 
regard to such terminated items. If no such 
agreement is reached within thirty (30) days 
after the date of termination (or within 
such longer period as may at any time be 
mutually agreed upon), the Contractor shall 
be paid an amount, if any, as determined 
by the Contracting Officer, which together 
with all sums previously paid by the Gov¬ 
ernment on account of the items, shall be 
sufficient to reimburse the Contractor for 
expenses paid and the settlement of any 
obligations incurred by the Contractor 
thereon. In lieu of reimbursing the Con¬ 
tractor for the settlement of such obliga¬ 
tions the Government, in the discretion of 
the Contracting Officer, may assume such 
obligations or any of them. Regardless of 
whether the amount to be reimbursed pur¬ 
suant to this paragraph (d) is established 
by negotiation between the Contractor and 
the Contracting Officer or by determination 
of the Contracting Officer as hereinbefore 
provided, the aggregate of reimbursement 
on account of the items (and of all pay¬ 
ments previously made) together with 
the amount of any obligations assumed shall 
not exceed the actual costs incurred thereon. 
Upon payment to the Contractor pursuant 
to this paragraph (d) title to all materials, 
supplies, work in process and other things 
for which payment is made (except such 
property as may be sold or retained as pro¬ 
vided in (c) (2) above) shall vest in the 
Government (if title thereto has not already 
vested in the Government). The Govern¬ 
ment shall also be entitled to any rights 
under any commitment which it may as¬ 
sume or for the settlement of which it shall 
have reimbursed the Contractor. 

2. In § 1007.2704-1, paragraph (b) of 
the clause is revised to read as follows: 

§ 1007.2704-1 Labor standards for con- 
struction work. 

* * * * * 

Labor Standards for Construction Work 
* * * * * 

(b) Upon determination that the Davis- 
Bacon Act is applicable to any item of wor 
to be performed hereunder, Contractor sha 
submit a request for a predetermination 
the prevailing wage rates to be made app “ 
cable to such work. Upon receipt of su 
request the Contracting Officer, shall, as so 
as possible, obtain a predetermination of t 
applicable prevailing wage rates and pubns 
such rates and incidental instructions i 
numbered exhibits to this contract. Upo 
publication thereof such exhibits shal 
considered the wage determination decisl 
of the Secretary of Labor referred to in par- 
graph (c) (i) (A) of this clause. Each su 
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exhibit shall indicate to what work the rates 
set forth therein shall apply including the 
period of time within which subcontracts 
subject to such rates may be issued. 


Subpart EE—Clauses for Construction 
Contracts 


1. Sections 1007.3103, 1007.3103-1 and 
1007.3103-3 are revised to read as 

follows: 

§ 1007.3103 Required clauses. 

All construction contracts, excepting 
those for which Subpart D, Part 16 of 
this title or Subpart D, Part 1016 of this 
chapter, prescribes another form, will 
consist of Standard Form 23, “Construc¬ 
tion Contract,” the clauses contained in 
Standard Form 23A, “General Provisions 
(Construction Contracts) ” (see Subpart 
D, Part 16 of this title and Subpart D, 
Part 1016 of this chapter), and the fol¬ 
lowing additional general provisions 
which will be serially numbered begin¬ 
ning with the number 27 to follow the 
numbering of Standard Form 23A. 

§ 1007.3103-1 Alterations in contract. 

Insert the clause set forth in § 7.105-1 
of this title and specify therein which of 
the printed clauses of Standard Form 
23A or other printed part of the contract 
have been deleted, added to or changed 
and refer to the respective substituted 
clauses (see § 7.105-1 of this title). The 
substituted clauses will be the current 
ASPR or AFPI clause covering the de¬ 
leted subject matter. 

§ 1007.3103-3 Federal, State and local 

taxes. 

Insert the clause set forth in § 11.401-1 

of this title. 

§ 1007.3103-7 [Deletion] 

2. Section 1007.3103-7 is deleted. 


Subpart NN—Special Clauses 

h In § 1007.4008, the Clause is revised 
to read as follows: 

§ 1007.4008 Accelerated delivery. 

* * * * * 


Accelerated Delivery 

The Contractor is authorized to exceed the 
delivery rate, or to complete performance of 
this contract prior to the time therefor, set 
orth in the schedule; provided, however, 
that nothing contained herein shall obligate 
he Government to perform any of its ob¬ 
lations to the Contractor at an earlier date 
an is set forth in this contract in order to 
sist the Contractor to make deliveries on an 
accelerated basis. 


§ 1007.4011 [Amendment] 

2 -In § 1007.4011, the opening para¬ 
graph is designated (a), and a para- 
g aph (b) is added following the clause, 

as follows: 

1007.4011 Recapture clause for equip¬ 
ment rental contracts. 


Limitation on rental of equipment. 
hp e „ exi ^ ence of the above clause will not 
rpnt C a°i nS ^ rued as the authority for the 
ailf , 1 Property. Although otherwise 
oniv? 1 ! 2601 ’ equipment may be rented 
(1) Rea sonable rental rates 
eanm^ ail i able ’ and (2) Purchase of the 
Pment would not be more advanta¬ 
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geous to the Government than rental. 
In no event shall equipment be rented 
when the rental rates are so high that 
use of the foregoing clause makes the 
rental contract tantamount to the pro¬ 
curement of equipment on an installment 
basis. 

3. In § 1007.4013, the clause is revised 
as follows: 

§ 1007.4013 Quality control specifica¬ 
tion. 

* * * * * 

Quality Control Specification 

Except as otherwise provided in this con¬ 
tract, the contractor’s system of quality con¬ 
trol during the performance of this contract 
shall be in accordance with the provisions of 
Military Specification MIL-Q-9858 and U.S. 
Air Force Specification Bulletin No. 515, Con¬ 
trol of Nonconforming Supplies, as in effect 
on the date of this contract, incorporated 
herein by reference, unless this contract is 
one of the types specified in paragraph 1.2 of 
Specification MIL-Q-9858. 

§ 1007.4022 [Amendment] 

4. Section 1007.4022 Flight Risk is 
amended and is subject to the following 
limitations: 

a. Section 10.404 of this title prescribes 
a “Ground and Flight Risk” clause for 
use in negotiated fixed price contracts. 
As a result, paragraph (a) of § 1007.4022 
is rescinded and reserved. 

b. This section is accordingly limited 
to the following conditions: § 1007.4022 
(b) is authorized for use in CPFF con¬ 
tracts until modified or an ASPR clause 
covering the subject matter therein is 
published. When § 10.404 of this title 
is used, the reference in Government 
Furnished Property clause, § 13.502(f) 
of this title, to a “Flight Risk” clause, 
will be changed to refer to the “Ground 
and Flight Risk” clause. 

§ 1007.4027 [Deletion] 

5. Section 1007.4027 is deleted. 

§ 1007.4041 [Amendment] 

6. Section 1007.4041 “Descriptive 
identification data to be furnished by 
Government suppliers” is amended as 
follows: 

a. By adding the following sentence to 
the instructions for use of the clauses: 
“In the event the PR or MIPR calls for 
prescreening data only, the first sentence 
of the (a) or (b) clause will be changed 
to read: The contractor shall furnish 
prescreening data in accordance with re¬ 
quirements of MIL-P-9855 (USAF) as in 
effect on the date of this contract.” 

b. By inserting the words “as in effect 
on the date of this contract” immediately 
after “(USAF)” appearing in the first 
sentence of both the (a) and (b) clauses. 

c. Until such time as MIL-D-26715 
(USAF) is published (which revision will 
include MIL-P-9855), the following sen¬ 
tence will be added to the (a) and (b) 
clauses unless the first sentence has been 
changed pursuant to (a) above. “Pre¬ 
screening data shall be furnished by the 
contractor in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of MIL-P-9855 (USAF), as in 
effect on the date of this contract, how¬ 
ever, the provisions of MIL-D-26715 
(USAF) which relates to the preparation 
of selected items lists will not apply.” 


7. In § 1007.4051, a paragraph (d) is 
added as follows: 

§ 1007.4051 Special provisions relating 
to Air Force equipment upon which 
work is to be performed. 
***** 

(d) Limitations. Section 10.404 of 
this title provides coverage for aircraft 
furnished for modification, maintenance, 
or overhaul. Therefore, this section will 
not be used in any contract which re¬ 
quires the use of § 10.404 of this title. 
However, indefinite quantity contracts 
containing § 10.404 of this title, which 
have been negotiated on the basis that 
there will be no increase in unit price 
even though the actual input varies from 
the estimated input, must clearly state 
in the schedule that the quantity of air¬ 
craft to be furnished for modification is 
an estimate only and that notwithstand¬ 
ing the provisions of the Government 
Property clause, no increase in unit price 
shall be made by reason of a variation 
in the quantity of aircraft input from 
the estimated quantity set forth in the 
contract. 

8. Section 1007.4053 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1007.4053 Notice of radioactive mate¬ 
rials. 

All aircraft missile, and major com¬ 
ponents contracts, and all other con¬ 
tracts for items which contain radioac¬ 
tive materials or which will become 
radioactive as a result of work accom¬ 
plished under the contract will contain 
the following clause. 

Notice of Radioactive Materials 

(a) Contractor shall advise the Contract¬ 
ing Officer in writing, or such office as the 
Contracting Officer may designate, prior to 
the delivery of any item or completion of any 
service called for under this contract if such 
item or any item upon which service is per¬ 
formed contains radioactive material which 
requires specific licensing under the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as set forth as of the date 
of this contract in the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations, Title 10, Parts 30, 40 and 70. Such 
notice shall specify the part or parts of the 
items which contain radioactive materials, 
a description of such materials, the name 
and strength of the isotope, the manufac¬ 
turer of the radioactive materials, and any 
other information known to the Contractor 
which will put users of the items on notice 
of the hazards involved in their use. (BOB 
No. 38-R027.3) Such notification shall be 
made to the Contracting Officer with suffi¬ 
cient lead time in order that the Air Force 
may complete licensing requirements prior 
to delivery and at such time that delivery 
dates will not be affected. 

(b) All items, parts, or subassemblies 
which contain radioactive materials, and all 
containers in which such items, parts, or 
subassemblies are delivered to the Govern¬ 
ment, shall be clearly marked and labeled 
with a warning notice as may be required 
by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 and out¬ 
lined in Title 10, Part 20 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

9. In § 1007.4055, the introductory 
paragraph is revised, and in subpara¬ 
graph (1) following the clause, “POD” 
should be changed to read “POOD.” 

§ 1007.4055 Changes in fund alloca¬ 
tions. 

The following clause will be inserted 
in (a) Cost type contracts; (b) fixed- 
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price contracts containing a limitation 
of Government’s obligation clause 
(§ 1007.4054), and (c) letter contracts, 
if such contracts contain provisioning 
documents under which the obligation 
of funds will be accomplished by POOD’s. 

10. Sections 1007.4058 and 1007.4059 
are added as follows: 

§ 1007.4058 Current reimbursement. 

The following clause will be inserted 
in cost type letter contracts when it is 
desired to currently reimburse the con¬ 
tractor for costs incurred during the 
term of the letter contract (see 
§ 1003.405-3(d) of this chapter). 

Current Reimbursement 

Pending the placing with you of the defini¬ 
tive contract referred to herein, the Govern¬ 
ment will currently reimburse you for all 
proper expenditures made by you hereunder 
at the following rates: 

(i) 100 percent of such approved costs 
representing progress payments to subcon¬ 
tractors under fixed-price type subcontracts, 
provided, that such payment by the Govern¬ 
ment to the Contractor shall not exceed 70 
percent of the costs incurred by such sub¬ 
contractors. 

(ii) 100 percent of such approved costs 
representing cost reimbursement to sub¬ 
contractors under cost reimbursement type 
subcontracts, provided that for cost reim¬ 
bursement type subcontracts not covered by 
the exceptions listed in Paragraph 3-404.3 
(d) (2) of the Armed Service Procurement 
Regulation, as in effect on the date of this 
contract, such payments by the Government 
shall not exceed 70 percent of the costs in¬ 
curred by such subcontractors, and 

(iii) * * * 1 percent of all other approved 
costs. Such reimbursement shall be accom¬ 
plished upon certification to and approval by 
the Contracting Officer of vouchers and in¬ 
voices for materials, tools, labor and other 
proper costs and charges. For the purpose of 
determining the amounts payable to the Con¬ 
tractor hereunder, allowable items of cost 
will be determined by the Contracting Of¬ 
ficer in accordance with the statement of 
cost principles set forth in Part * * * 2 of 
section XV of the Armed Service Procurement 
Regulation. In no event shall the total 
reimbursement made under this paragraph 
exceed * * * 1 percent of the maximum 
amount of the Government’s liability set 
forth in Paragraph 5 of this letter contract. 

§ 1007.4059 Procurement of liquid 
oxygen converters. 

(a) Scope. Prescribes a provision to 
be inserted in Invitations for Bid or Re¬ 
quests for Proposal where liquid oxygen 
converters are procured and it is desired 
to permit the contractor to guarantee the 
initial evaporation loss requirements 
rather than conduct the second and third 
evaporation tests prescribed by Specifi¬ 
cation MIL-C-25666A(USAF) and MIL- 
C-009082D(USAF). 

(b) Applicability. Applies to all liquid 
oxygen converters procured pursuant to 
the above mentioned specifications. 

(c) Provisions. The following provi¬ 
sion may be inserted in any Invitation for 
Bid or Request for Proposal which call 


1 Insert a percentage no greater than 70 
percent, or in case of small business con¬ 
cerns 75 percent. 

2 Insert appropriate part of Part 15 of this 
title. 


for bids or proposals for the purchase of 
liquid oxygen converters requiring 
compliance with Specification MIL- 
C-25666AOJSAF) or MILr-C-009082D 
(USAF) where it is desired to allow the 
contractor to guarantee the converters 
for one year against the initial evapora¬ 
tion loss rather than comply with the 
second and third evaporation tests called 
for in those specifications. 

Guarantee in Lieu of Evaporation Tests 

The bidder, in lieu of conducting the sec¬ 
ond and third evaporation tests called for 
under Paragraphs 4.5.3.2 and 4.5.3.3. of Spec¬ 
ification MIL-C—25666A(USAF) and MIL-C- 
009082D(USAF), may offer a guarantee that 
the converters procured hereunder will meet 
the initial evaporation loss requirements of 
Paragraph 4.5.3 of said specifications for one 
year after delivery under this contract. In 
the event the bidder elects to guarantee the 
converters furnished hereunder, it shall so 
indicate in the space following. 

We elect to guarantee in accordance with 
the clause following: 


The Contractor guarantees that the liquid 
oxygen converters furnished under this con¬ 
tract shall fulfill the initial evaporation loss 
requirements of Specifications (MIL-C— 
252666A(USAF) —or MIL-C-009082D(USAF) ), 
for one year after delivery of the respective 
containers under this contract and agrees to 
replace any converters rejected by the Gov¬ 
ernment for failure to meet said requirement 
at no additional charge to the Government. 
Transportation charges resulting from such 
rejection shall be borne by the Government. 
In consideration of the foregoing the Con¬ 
tractor shall not be required to conduct the 
second and third evaporation tests required 
by Paragraphs 4.5.3.2 and 4.5.3.3 of the above- 
named specifications. 


shall be addressed to the Commander-in* 
Chief, USAFE, and the decision of the said 
Commander-in-Chief, or that of his duly 
authorized representative (other than the 
Contracting Officer named in this contract) 
for the determination of such appeals, shall, 
be final and conclusive to the extent per¬ 
mitted by United States law. 

c. When the total amount claimed by the 
Contractor or asserted as due the Govern¬ 
ment is more than $25,000.00, the written 
appeal shall be addressed to the Secretary of 
the Air Force, and the decision of the Sec¬ 
retary, or that of his duly authorized rep¬ 
resentative for the determination of such 
appeals, shall be final and conclusive to the 
extent permitted by United States law. 

d. In connection with any appeal proceed¬ 
ing under this clause, the Contractor shall be 
afforded an opportunity to be heard and to 
offer evidence in support of its appeal, 
Pending final decision of a dispute here¬ 
under, the Contractor shall proceed diligently 
with the performance of the contract and in 
accordance with the Contracting Officer’s 
decision. 

e. This “Dispute” clause does not preclude 
consideration of law questions in connection 
with decisions provided for in paragraph (a), 
(b) and (c) above: provided, that nothing 
in this contract shall be construed as making 
final the decision of any administrative offi¬ 
cial, representative, or board on a question 
of law. 

Subpart SS—Clauses for Fixed-Price 
Type Maintenance, Overhaul and 
Modification Contracts 

In § 1007.4503-3, paragraph (c) of the 
clause is revised as follows: 

§ 1007.4503-3 Inspection and quality 
control. 


Subpart PP—Clauses for Contracts Is¬ 
sued by Foreign Procurement Ac¬ 
tivities 

Section 1007.4205-8 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1007.4205-8 Disputes. 

Except as provided below, contracts 
issued by foreign procurement activities 
and central procurement type contracts 
issued by AMFEA shall contain the 
clause set forth in § 7.103-12 of this title. 
Contracts issued by foreign procurement 
activities located within the geographical 
areas of responsibility of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, USAFE, and contracts 
for base procurement requirements of 
AMFEA, shall contain the following 
clause: 

Disputes 

a. Except as otherwise provided in this 
contract, any dispute concerning a question 
of fact arising under this contract which is 
not disposed of by agreement shall be decided 
by the Contracting Officer, who shall reduce 
his decision to writing and mail or otherwise 
furnish a copy thereof to the Contractor. 
The decision of the Contracting Officer shall 
be final and conclusive unless, within 30 days 
from the date of receipt of such copy, the 
Contractor mails or otherwise furnishes to 
the Contracting Officer a written appeal ad¬ 
dressed to the person indicated in either (b) 
or (c) below. 

b. When the total amount claimed by the 
Contractor, or asserted as due the Govern¬ 
ment is $25,000.00 or less, the written appeal 


Inspection and Quality Control 
***** 

(c) Except as otherwise provided in this 
contract, the contractor’s system of quality 
control during the performance of this con¬ 
tract shall be in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of Military Specification MIL-Q-9858 
and U.S. Air Force Specification Bulletin No. 
515, Control of Nonconforming Supplies, as 
in effect on the date of this contract, incor¬ 
porated herein by reference, unless this con¬ 
tract is one of the types specified in para¬ 
graph 1.2 of Specification MIL-Q-9858. 

Note : The following change may be made 
to the clause at the option of the Contract¬ 
ing Officer, that: the issue in effect at the 
date of the contract may be more specifically 
identified in the schedule of the contract 
(Ref: par. 4.2 of MIL-Q-9858). 

Subpart XX—Clauses for Food 
Service Contracts 

Section 1007.5003-15 is revised to read 
as follows: 


| 8.707 of 


§ 1007.5003-15 Default. 

Insert the clause set forth in 
this title. 

(Secs. 8012, 70A Stat. 488; 10 U.fe.C. 8012. 
Interpret or apply secs. 2301-2314, 70A o 
127-133; 10 U.S.C. 2301-2314) 


[seal] Charles M. McDermott, 
Colonel, U.S. Air Force, Deputy 
Director for Administrative 
Services . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4439; Filed, May 17, 1960, 
8:45 a.m.l 







Proposed Rule Making 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

C14 CFR Part 601 ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-127] 

CONTROL AREAS 

Modification of Extension 

Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (§ 409.13, 24 
F.R. 3499), notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Aviation Agency is consider¬ 
ing an amendment to § 601.1321 of the 
regulations of the Administrator, the 
substance of which is stated below. 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering enlarging the Brunswick, Ga., 
control area extension. The present 
Brunswick control area extension in¬ 
cludes the airspace bounded on the north 
by lat. 31°30'00" N., on the east by VOR 
Federal airway No. 3, and on the south¬ 
west by VOR Federal airways No. 5 and 
51. It is proposed to add controlled air¬ 
space north of the present area bounded 
on the east by the Savannah, Ga., control 
area extension (§ 601.1008), the Camp 
Stewart, Ga., Restricted Area (R-159) 
and VOR Federal airway No. 3, on the 
north by VOR Federal airway No. 154, 
on the northwest by VOR Federal air¬ 
way No. 157, on the southwest by VOR 
Federal airway No. 5. This would pro¬ 
vide protection for aircraft departing 
Hunter Air Force Base using departure 
procedures based on the Savannah VOR 
221° and the 269° True radials. These 
departure routes would permit the air¬ 
craft to climb off airways and reach as¬ 
signed altitudes before entering the air¬ 
way system. 

If this action is taken, the Brunswick, 
Ga., control area extension would be 
redesignated to include that airspace 
bounded on the north by VOR Federal 
airway No. 154, on the east by the Sa- 
vannah, Ga., control area extension 
U 601.1008) and VOR Federal airway No. 

on the southwest by VOR Federal air¬ 
way No. 5 and on the northwest by VOR 
federal airway No. 157, excluding the 
portion of the control area extension 
which coincides with the Camp Stewart, 
Restricted Area (R-159). 
to n r? f tere j ted P ei ’sons may submit such 
\ntten data > views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
tjf 10 , Mana sement Field Division, 
p~l eral Aviation Agency, P.O. Box 1689, 
worth 1, Tex. All communications 
within f orty-five days after 
blication °f this notice in the Federal 
is tat TER wil1 k e consi dered before action 
NnrmKv ? n Proposed amendment. 
timo D v! C i hearing is contemplated at this 
confivi^ arr angements for informal 
• with F ^eral Aviation 
^ ffi ^ als . may be ma de by con- 
ment Regional Air Traffic Manage- 

AirsD^l 1 T7?. lvlslon Chief > or the chi ef, 

1 Pace Utilization Division, Federal 


Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room B-316, 1711 New York Avenue 
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal 
Docket will also be available for exam¬ 
ination at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Management Field Division 
Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749, 752; 
49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354). 


Issued in Washing ton, D.C., on May 11, 
1960. 


D. D. Thomas, 
Director, Bureau of 
Air Traffic Management. 


[F.R. Doc. 60-4454; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU¬ 
CATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
[ 21 CFR Part 51 1 

CANNED VEGETABLES; DEFINITIONS 
AND STANDARDS OF IDENTITY; 
QUALITY; AND FILL OF CONTAINER 

Canned Sweetpotatoes; Definition and 
Standard of Identity 

Notice is given that Corn Industries 
Research Foundation, Inc., 1001 Con¬ 
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., 
on its own behalf and on behalf of its 
members, has filed a petition which pro¬ 
poses that the definition and standard 
of identity for canned vegetables other 
than those specifically regulated (21 
CFR 51.990), which lists sugar and dex¬ 
trose as permitted optional seasoning 
ingredients without designating them 
for label declaration, be amended so as 
to provide that corn sirup, dried corn 
sirup, glucose sirup, and dried glucose 
sirup may be used to season canned 
sweetpotatoes, in forms other than 
mashed. The petition makes no pro¬ 
posal for label declaration. It is pro¬ 
posed that § 51.990(c) be amended by 
adding a new subparagraph (9), worded 
as follows: 

§ 51.990 Canned vegetables other than 
those specifically regulated; identity; 
label statement of optional ingre¬ 
dients. 

* • ♦ • • 

(C) * • • 


(9) In the case of canned sweetpota¬ 
toes, in forms other than mashed, corn 
sirup, corn sirup solids, glucose sirup, 
and glucose sirup solids may be added 
in a quantity sufficient to season the 
food. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as amended 
70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 
371) and in accordance with the author¬ 
ity delegated to the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs by the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (22 F.R. 
1045, 23 F.R. 9500), all interested per¬ 
sons are invited to present their views 
in writing regarding the proposal pub¬ 
lished in this notice. Views and 
comments should be submitted in quin- 
tuplicate, addressed to the Hearing 
Clerk, Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare, Room 5440, 330 Independ¬ 
ence Avenue SW., Washington 25, D.C., 
prior to the thirtieth day following the 
date of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register. 

Dated: May 12,1960. 

[seal] J. K. Kirk, 

Assistant to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4491; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 


[ 21 CFR Part 120 1 

TOLERANCES AND EXEMPTIONS 
FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE 
CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Estab¬ 
lishment of Tolerance for Residues 
of Methyl Bromide 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d) (1)), notice is given that a petition 
has been filed by Dow Chemical Com¬ 
pany, Midland, Michigan, proposing the 
establishment of a tolerance of 200 parts 
per million for residues of methyl 
bromide (as inorganic bromide) in or on 
popcorn. 

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of 
methyl bromide as inorganic bromide is 
an X-ray fluorescence method. Deter¬ 
minations are made directly on samples 
of the grain. A calibration curve is 
prepared using grain samples of known 
bromide content. 

Dated: May 12, 1960. 

[seal] Robert S. Roe, 

Director, Bureau of Biological 
and Physical Sciences. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4492; Filed, May 17. 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 18 ] 

[Docket No. 13511; FCC 60-543] 

INDUSTRIAL, SCIENTIFIC, AND 

MEDICAL SERVICE 

Keating Equipment 

Notice is hereby given of proposed rule 
making in Part 18 of the rules of the 
Federal Communications Commission to 
require the use of an FCC form for cer¬ 
tification of ISM equipment, to revise 
the equipment certification procedure 
for industrial heating equipment, to 
clarify the procedure to be followed by 
an operator of industrial heating equip¬ 
ment who has been found to be causing 
harmful interference to authorized radio 
services, and to make other changes. 

In enforcing the present Part 18 regu¬ 
lations against persons causing harm¬ 
ful interference to authorized radio 
communications by the operation of in¬ 
dustrial heating equipment, the Com¬ 
mission has found that many certificates 
prepared pursuant to § 18.103 of our rules 
are not sufficiently complete to show 
conclusively that the equipment does 
comply with our radiation limits. The 
certificates often do not show with clar¬ 
ity who made the requisite radiation 
measurements; and some indicate a con¬ 
siderable lack of understanding of our 
regulations. Furthermore, the great 
variety of forms taken by the present 
certificates imposes the burdensome task 
on our field engineers of examining each 
certificate individually to determine its 
validity and completeness. Finally, the 
present rules do not require that the 
certificate indicate that the owner or 
lessee of the industrial heating equip¬ 
ment has been made aware of his re¬ 
sponsibility to eliminate harmful inter¬ 
ference if it should be later determined 
that such interference is being caused 
by the operation of his equipment. 

Accordingly, in order to strengthen 
the certification procedure, to facilitate 
the enforcement of our Part 18 and to 
clarify the responsibility to eliminate 
harmful interference, the Commission 
proposes to provide a standard form 1 
for the certification of ISM equipment. 
Part I of the certificate will be executed 
by the owner or lessee of the equipment, 
and will deal with his responsibility to 
install the equipment properly, to have 
radiation measurements made, to insure 
that radiation does not exceed the limits 
permitted and to, eliminate harmful in¬ 
terference that may be caused. Part II 
of the certificate will be executed by the 
engineer responsible for making the ra¬ 
diation measurements. 

The proposed rules will also clarify the 
requirements with respect to the meas¬ 
urement and reporting of the radiation. 
In addition, the rules will set up a spe¬ 
cific procedure for handling interference 
complaints. 

This proposal to amend the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules is issued under the Authority 


1 Filed as part of original document. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

of sections 4(i), 301, and 303(r) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

Any interested person who is of the 
opinion that the proposed amendment 
should not be adopted in the form set 
forth herein, may file with the Commis¬ 
sion on or before June 15, 1960, written 
data, views, or arguments setting forth 
his comments. Comments in support of 
these proposals may also be filed on or 
before the same date. Comments or 
briefs in reply to the original comments 
may be filed within 10 days from the last 
day for filing said original comments or 
briefs. No additional comments may be 
filed unless specifically requested by the 
Commission or good cause for the filing 
of such comments is established. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an orig¬ 
inal and 14 copies of all statements, 
briefs, or comments, filed shall be fur¬ 
nished the Federal Communications 
Commission. 

Adopted: May 11, 1960. 

Released: May 13, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

It is proposed to revise Part 18 as 
follows: 

1. Delete the present text of § 18.103 
and substitute the following new text: 

§ 18.103 Certificate required. 

(a) All industrial heating equipment 

either first placed in operation or certifi¬ 
cated after- 1 shall be certifi¬ 
cated on Form_ 

(b) .Industrial heating equipment for 

which the certificate is required to be 
renewed pursuant to § 18.106 shall be 
certificated on Form_ 

(c) The original signed certificate pre¬ 
pared pursuant to paragraph (a) or (b) 
of this section shall be filed with the 
Engineer in Charge of the Radio District 
in which the equipment is located. 

(d) A true and correct signed copy of 
the certificate prepared pursuant to par¬ 
agraph (a) or (b) of this section shall 
be retained by the operator of the equip¬ 
ment and shall be located as set out in 
§ 18.104. 

§ 18.107 [Amendment] 

2. Add the following new paragraph 
(f) to § 18.107: 

(f) The spectrum shall be investigated 
from the lowest frequency generated in 
the equipment up to the tenth harmonic 
of the fundamental frequency or to 5775 
Me. whichever is lower. The range of 
frequencies shall be scanned and all 
measurable signals from the device shall 
be reported. An entry in the report of 
measurements shall be made for the 
fundamental and each harmonic in the 
required range. If below the ambient 
noise level, the entry shall so state and 
the ambient noise level shall be reported. 


1 The exact date will be inserted when 
these rules are finalized and will be approx¬ 
imately 60 days after the date of the final 
order. 


3. Add the following new sections: 

§ 18.109 Report of radiation measure¬ 
ments. 

The report of radiation measurements 
shall contain the following information: 

(a) A description of the measuring- 
equipment used, including the serial 
numbers. 

(b) A statement of the date when the 
measuring equipment was last calibrated. 

(c) The date the measurements were 
made. 

(d) The frequency range that was in¬ 
vestigated. 

(e) A list of all frequencies at which 
measurements were made and the mag¬ 
nitude of the field that was measured. 

(f) A plot of field strength vs. fre¬ 
quency showing the level of all measur¬ 
able signals within the frequency range 
required to be investigated. (See 
§ 18.107.) This plot shall show the am¬ 
bient noise level. Signals below the noise 
level need not be reported. 

(g) A plot of the polar radiation pat¬ 
tern as required by § 18.107(b). 

(h) A plot of field strength vs. dis¬ 
tance along the radial of maximum ra¬ 
diation in the polar plot as required by 
§ 18.107(c). 

§ 18.110 Certification regarding opera¬ 
tion. 

(a) The certification required in Part 

I of Form-shall be executed by 

the owner or lessee of the equipment, in 
the case of a proprietorship; by one of 
the partners, in the case of a partner¬ 
ship ; or by an officer of the corporation, 
in the case of a corporation. 

(b) If the radiation measurements of 
the industrial heating equipment were 
made at a location other than the site of 
operation, the certificant shall attach 
installation instructions which will en¬ 
sure that the equipment complies with 
radiation limitations and shall certify 
that the equipment has been installed in 
exact accordance with the attached 
instructions. 

§ 18.111 Certification regarding radia¬ 
tion. 

(a) The certificate required in Part 

II of Form_shall be executed by 

an engineer skilled in making and in¬ 
terpreting field strength measurements. 
The Commission may require such 
engineer to provide proof of his 
qualifications. 

(b) The certificate may be issued on 
the basis of field strength measurements 
made at the site of operation or on the 
basis of field strength measurements 
made on a prototype. 

(c) If the field strength measurements 
were made at a location other than the 
site of operation, the certificant shall 
certify as to the adequacy of the detailed 
installation instructions which insure 
that the equipment will comply with the 
radiation limitations set forth in 
§ 18.102. 

§ 18.112 Procedure to be followed in the 
event of harmful interference. 

(a) The operator of industrial heat¬ 
ing equipment that causes harmful inter¬ 
ference to radio communications, shai 
take prompt steps to eliminate the harm- 
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ful interference (See § 18.8) and shall 
make an adequate investigation in the 
vicinity of the industrial heating equip¬ 
ment to ensure that all harmful inter¬ 
ference has been eliminated. 

(b) If the operator is notified by the 
Commission that the harmful interfer¬ 
ence is endangering the functioning of 
a radio-navigation service or of a safety 
service, he shall immediately cease op¬ 
erating the equipment. Operation on a 
temporary basis may be resumed with 
the permission of the Commission’s En¬ 
gineer in Charge but only under the 
supervision of a qualified engineer for 
the purpose of eliminating the harmful 
interference and obtaining certification. 
Regular operation may be resumed with 
the permission of the Commission’s En¬ 
gineer in Charge, after the harmful in¬ 
terference has been eliminated, the 
equipment has been properly certificated 
and the final interference report required 
by § 18.113 has been submitted. 

(c) If the operator is notified by the 
Commission that the harmful interfer¬ 
ence is obstructing or repeatedly inter¬ 


rupting an authorized radio service, he 
shall cease operation if so ordered by the 
Commission’s Engineer in Charge. The 
operator may resume operation under 
the conditions specified by the Commis¬ 
sion’s Engineer in Charge and subject to 
the provisions of §§ 18.112(a), 18.113 
and 18.114. 

§ 18.113 Report of interference investi¬ 
gation. 

(a) An interim report of the investi¬ 
gation and of the corrective measures 
that were taken shall be filed with the 
Engineer in Charge of the local FCC 
office within 30 days of notification of 
harmful interference. The final report 
shall be filed with the Engineer in 
Charge within 60 days of notification. 

(b) The date for filing the final report 
may be extended for 30 days by the En¬ 
gineer in Charge when the operator has 
shown that he has been diligent in his 
efforts and that additional time is re¬ 
quired to put into effect the corrective 
measures or to complete the investiga¬ 
tion. The request for extension of time 
shall be accompanied by a progress re¬ 


port showing what has been accomplished 
to date. Additional extensions of 30 
days each may be granted at the discre¬ 
tion of the Engineer in Charge on a 
similar showing of diligence, need for 
additional time and progress report. 

(c) The final report of the interfer¬ 
ence investigation shall list the location 
of each receiver that was checked and 
the name(s) of the receiver owner (s), 
shall describe the steps taken to elimi¬ 
nate the harmful interference and shall 
specify the date and time the receiver (s) 
was rechecked to ensure that the harm¬ 
ful interference has been eliminated. 

(d) The interference investigation 
shall be made by an engineer skilled in 
interference reduction techniques. The 
Commission may require such engineer 
to furnish proof of his qualifications. 

§ 18.114 Rejection of certificate. 

The Commission may reject a certif¬ 
icate which does not meet the require¬ 
ments of Subpart F of this part. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4504; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:51 a.m.] 




DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Bureau of the Comptroller of the 
Currency 

[Delegation Order 4] 

FIRST DEPUTY COMPTROLLER OF THE 
CURRENCY ET AL. 

Order of Succession To Act as 
Comptroller 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
me by Treasury Department Order No. 
129 (Revision No. 2), dated April 22, 
1955, it is hereby ordered as follows: 

1. The following officers in the Bureau 
of the Comptroller of the Currency, in 
the order of succession enumerated, shall 
act as comptroller of the Currency during 
the absence or disability of the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency, or when there is 
a vacancy in such office: 

(1) Hollis S. Haggard, First Deputy Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency. 

(2) William M. Taylor, Deputy Comptrol¬ 
ler of the Currency. 

(3) Griffith W. Garwood, Deputy Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency. 

(4) Chapman C. Fleming, Deputy Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency. 

(5) Chief National Bank Examiner. 

(6) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at New York, N.Y. 

(7) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at San Francisco, Calif. 

(8) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Chicago, Ill. 

(9) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Cleveland, Ohio. 

(10) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Dallas, Texas. 

(11) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Atlanta, Ga. 

(12) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Kansas City, Mo. 

(13) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Philadelphia, Pa. 

(14) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Boston, Mass. 

(15) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Richmond, Va. 

(16) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at St. Louis, Mo. 

(17) District Chief National Bank Exam¬ 
iner at Minneapolis, Minn. 

2. In the event of an enemy attack on 
the continental United States, all District 
Chief National Bank Examiners, includ¬ 
ing any Acting District Chief National 
Bank Examiners, are authorized in their 
respective districts to perform any func¬ 
tion of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
or the Secretary of the Treasury, whether 
or not otherwise delegated, which is es¬ 
sential to the carrying out of responsi¬ 
bilities otherwise assigned to them. The 
respective officers will be notified when 
they are to cease exercising the author¬ 
ity delegated in this paragraph. 

3. Delegation Order 3 is hereby re¬ 
pealed. 

Dated: May 13, 1960. 

[seal] Ray M. Gidney, 

Comptroller of the Currency . 
fF.R, Doc. 60-4493; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

[Bureau Order 551, Arndt. 60] 

REDELEGATION OF AUTHORITY 
Loan Agreements 

Paragraphs (b) and (d) of section 120 
of Order 551, as amended, are amended 
to read as follows: 

Sec. 120. Loan agreements. * * * 

(b) $15,000 in the case of loans by the 
United States to cooperative associations 
and, except on loans to Federal employ¬ 
ees and loans for educational purposes, 
to individual Indians. 

***** 

(d) $20,000 in the case of loans by 
corporations, tribes, and bands to co¬ 
operative associations and individual 
Indians, and loans by credit associations 
to individual Indians, or such lesser 
amount as may be agreed to by the 
lender and the Commissioner, except 
loans to Federal employees and loans for 
educational purposes. 

Glenn L. Emmons, 
Commissioner. 

May 12, 1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4462; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


Bureau of Land Management 
ARIZONA 

Notice of Filing of Protraction 
Diagrams 

1. Notice is hereby given that, effec¬ 
tive with this publication, the following 
protraction diagrams are officially filed 
of record in the Arizona Land Office, 
1305 North Central Avenue, Phoenix, 
Arizona. 

2. In accordance with 43 CFR 192.42 
a(c) (24 F.R. 4140, May 22, 1959) and 
amendments of Parts 188, 193, 195, 196, 
198, 199 and 200 of Title 43, Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, as published in 25 F.R. 
2797 (April 2, 1960) (Circular 2040), 
these protractions will become the basic 
record for the description of applications 
and offers for mineral leases and permits 
filed at and subsequent to 10:00 a.m. on 
the thirty-first day after publication of 
this notice. 

Arizona Protraction Diagrams Nos. 1 to 30, 
Inclusive 

GILA AND SALT RIVER MERIDIAN 

Unsurveyed sections in: 

No. 1 

Ts. 34 and 35 N., R. 15 W., 

T. 36 N., Rs. 14 and 15 W., 

Ts. 37 and 38 N., Rs. 13, 15 and 16 W., 

T. 39 N., Rs. 14 and 15 W., 

T. 40 N., Rs. 13, 14 and 15 W. 

No. 2 

T. 34 N.,R. 11 W., 

T. 35 N., R. 12 W., 


T. 38 N.,R. 11 W., 

T. 40 N., Rs. 11 and 12 W., 

T. 41 N., Rs. 10 and 11 
T. 42 N., Rs. 10 and 11 W. 

No. 3 

T. 34 N., Rs. 5 and 6 W., 

Ts. 35,36 and 37 N., R. 5 W., 

Ts. 36, 37, 38 and 39 N., R. 7 W„ 

T. 37 N., R. 6 W. 

No. 4 

T. 35 N., Rs. 1, 2, 3 and 4 W., 

Ts. 36 and 37 N., Rs. 2, 3 and 4 W., 

T. 38 N., Rs. 2 and 4 W., 

T. 39 N., R. 2 1V., 

T. 40 N., Rs. 1, 2,3 and 5 W., 

T. 41 N., Rs. 3, 4 and 5 W., 

T. 42 N., Rs. 1, 3, 4, 5 and 6 W. 

No. 5 

Ts. 27, 28 and 29 N., Rs. 21, 22 and 23 W., 

Ts. 30, 31 and 32 N., Rs. 21 and 22 W. 

No. 6 

T. 28 N., R. 20 W., 

T. 29 N., Rs. 18,19 and 20 W., 

T. 30 N., Rs. 17, 18, 19 and 20 W., 

T. 31 N., Rs. 19 and 20 W., 

T. 32 N., Rs. 17,19 and 20 W. 

No. 7 

Ts. 28 and 29 N., Rs. 13 and 14 W., 

Ts. 30 and 31 N., Rs. 13,14, 15 and 16 W., 

T. 30y 2 N., Rs. 13 and 14 W., 

Ts. 32 and 32 y 2 N., Rs. 15 and 16 W., 

T. 33 N., R. 15 W. 

No. 8 

Ts. 27, 28 and 29 N., Rs. 9, 10,11 and 12 W., 

T. 30 N., Rs. 9, 10 and 12 W. f 
T. 31 N., Rs. 9 and 10 W. 

Nos. 9 and 9A 

T. 31 N., Rs. 2, 3 and 8 W., 

Ts. 32, 33 and 34 N., Rs. 1, 2, 3 and 4 W., 

T. 32 N., Rs. 5, 6, 7 and 8 W., 

T. 33 N„ Rs. 5, 6 and 7 W. 

No. 10 

T. 25 N., R. 22 W., 

T. 26 N., Rs. 21 and 22 W. 

Also shows position of flow line of Lake 
Mohave invading lands in T. 21 N., Rs. 21 and 
22 W. and Ts. 22, 23, 24 and 25 N., R. 22 W. 

No. 11 

Ts. 18 and 19 N., R. 22 W. 

Also shows flow line of left bank of Colo¬ 
rado River through Havasu and Powell Lakes 
invading lands from T. 14 N., R. 20 W. to !• 
18 N., R. 22 W. 

Nos. 12 and 12A 

T. 17 N., R. 8W., 

T. 18 N., R. 2 W. 

Nos. 13 and 13A 

Ts. 7, 8, 9 and 10 N., R. 16 W., 

T. 8 N., R. 17 W., 

T. 9 N., Rs. 17 and 18 W. 

Also shows flow line of left bank of Cp 1 ® 
rado River through Havasu Lake lava i 
lands in Ts. 11 and 12 N., R. 18 W.;. Ts. 
and 13 N., R. 19 W. and T. 13 N., R. 20 W. 

Nos. 14 and 14A 

Ts. 12, 13, 14, 16y 2 and 17 N., R. 11 
Ts. 12 and 13 N., R. 12 W., 

T. 12 N., R. 13 W., 

Ts. 14 and 15 N., R. 5 W. 
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No. 15 

Ts. 5 and 6 N„ R. 14 W.. 

Ts. 6, 7 and 9 N., R. 13 W., 

Ts. 7 and 8 N., R. 12 W., 

Ts. 8, 9, 10 and 11 N.. Rs. 14 and 15 W. 

No. 16 


Ts. 9, 10,11 and liy 2 N. f R. 1 E., 
Ts. 10,11, 12 and 12 & N., R. 1 W„ 
Ts. 12 and 12i / 2 N., R. 2 W. 

No. 17 

T. 1 S., Rs. 22 and 23 W., 

T. 2 S., Rs. 20, 21, 22 and 23 W., 

T. 3 S., Rs. 20, 21 and 22 W„ 

T. 1 N„ R. 22 W., 

T. 2 N., R. 21 W., 

Ts. 3 and 4 N., R. 20 W. 

No. 18 

T. 1 S., Rs. 16, 17 and 18 W., 

T. 2 S., Rs. 16, 18 and 19 W., 

Ts. 1, 2 and 3 N., Rs. 16 and 17 W„ 
Ts. 4 and 5 N., R. 17 W. 

No. 19 

T. 1 S„ Rs. 12,13,14 and 15 W., 

T. 2 S., Rs. 13, 14 and 15 W., 

T. 3 S., Rs. 12, 13, 14 and 15 W., 

Ts. 1 and 2 N., Rs. 12 and 13 W., 

Ts. 3 and 4 N., R. 13 W. 

No. 20 


T. 2 S., Rs. 8 , 9 and 10 W., 

T. 1 N., Rs. 8 , 10 and 11 W., 

T. 3 N., R. 8 W., 

T. 5 N., R. 9 W. 

No. 21 

T. 4 S., Rs. 20, 21 and 23 W., 

T. 5 S., R. 20 W., 

Ts. 6 and 7 S., Rs. 20, 21 and 22 W., 
T. 8 S„ Rs. 20 and 21 W. 


No. 22 

Ts. 4, 5 and 6 S., R. 17 W., 

Ts. 3, 4, 5, 6 , 7 and 8 S., Rs. 18 and 19 W. 

No. 23 

T. 2 S., R. 6 W., 

T. 3 S„ Rs. 5, 6 , 7, 8 , and 9 W., 

T. 4 S., Rs. 5, 6 , 7 and 9 W„ 

T. 5 S., Rs. 7 and 8 W.» 

T. 6 S., R. 8 W. 

Nos. 24, 24A, 24B and 24C 
T. 3 N., R. 3 W„ 

T. 1 S., R. l 
T. 4 S., R. 2 W., 

Ts. 5 and 6 S., Rs. 1 and 2 W., 

Ts. 8 and 9 S., Rs. 8 and 9 W. 


No. 25 

T. 10 S., Rs. 19 and 20 W., 

T 12 S ” Rs * 17 > 18 > 19 and 20 

T iAf^ S - 17 * 18 andl 9 W. 

T *14S,R. 17 W. 


12 ’ 12 and 14 S., Rs. 13, 14, 
T-15 S., Rs. 13 and 14 W. 

No. 27 

Rs * 9 and low., 

T s - Rs - 9 to 12 W„ 

T IS f *’ Rs * 9 ’ 1° and 11 W„ 
T *17S.,R.9W. 

No. 28 

?Hs!RTw 133 ' tRa ' 7and8W " 

TS - 15> 18 and IT S„ Rs. 5, 6 , 7 and 8 W 
No. 97- 5 


No. 29 

T. 10 S., Rs. 1,2 and 3 W„ 

Ts. 11 to 14 S., Rs. 1, 2 and 3 W„ 

Ts. 11, 12 and 13 S., R. 4 W. 

No. 30 

Ts. 15, 16 and 17 S., Rs. 1, 2, 3 and 4 W., 

T. 18 S., Rs. 1 and 4 W., 

T. 19 S., R. 1 W. 

3. Copies of these diagrams are for 
sale at One Dollar ($1.00) per sheet by 
the Arizona State Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 148, Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

Dated: May 11,1960. 

E. I. Rowland, 

State Supervisor. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-4490; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:49 a.m.] 


[78831] 

NEVADA 

Order Segregating Lands in Fort 

Mohave Valley From All Forms of 

Entry Under the Public Land Laws 

May 11,1960. 

By virtue of the authority and direc¬ 
tion contained in section 2 of the act of 
April 22, 1960 (74 Stat. 74) and pursuant 
to § 2.75 of Departmental Order No. 2583 
of August 16, 1950,1 hereby segregate the 
following-described lands from all forms 
of entry under the public land laws of the 
United States: 

Mount Diablo Meridian 

T. 33 S., R. 65 E., 

Secs. 1, 12, 13, 24, and 25. 

T. 33 S., R. 66 E., 

Secs. 4, 5, 6 , 7, 8 , 9,10, and 15; 

Sec. 16, E y 2 , E^NW^, and SWy 4 ; 

Sec. 17, wy 2 NEi 4 , W%, andSE^; 

Secs. 18, 19, 20, 21, and 30. 

T. 32 S., R. 66 E., 

Sec. 20, E y 2 ; 

Secs. 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, and 28; 

Sec. 29, Ey 2 ; 

Sec. 31, SE 14 ; 

Secs. 32,34, and 35. 

The areas described contain approxi¬ 
mately 15,000 acres. 

The segregative effect of this order will 
terminate April 23, 1965: Provided, how¬ 
ever, That in the event the Colorado 
River Commission of the State of 
Nevada, pursuant to the said act of April 
22, 1960, shall file with the Manager of 
the Land Office of the Bureau of Land 
Management at Reno, Nevada, on or be¬ 
fore April 23, 1965, an application for the 
conveyance to it of title to the lands 
within the above-described area, the 
period of segregation provided by this 
order shall be extended until such time as 
the application is finally disposed of by 
the Secretary of the Interior or his 
delegate. 

Edward Woozley, 

Director. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4463; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Office of the Secretary 
MISSOURI 

Designation of Area for Production 
Emergency Loans 

For the pmpose of making production 
emergency loans pursuant to section 2(a) 
of Public Law 38,81st Congress (12 U.S.C. 
1148a-2(a)), as amended, it has been 
determined that in the following coun¬ 
ties in the State of Missouri a production 
disaster has caused a need for agricul¬ 
tural credit not readily available from 
commercial banks, cooperative lending 
agencies, or other responsible sources. 

Missouri 

Chariton. Clark. 

Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, production emergency loans will 
not be made in the above-named coun¬ 
ties after December 31, 1960, except to 
applicants who previously received such 
assistance and who can qualify under 
established policies and procedures. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 12th 
day of May 1960. 

True D. Morse, 
Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4480; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:48 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket 11392; Order No. E-15225] 

CAPITAL AIRLINES, INC. 

Visit U.S.A. 1960 Excursion Fares; 

Order of Investigation 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 13th day of May 1960. 

Capital Airlines, Inc., has filed to be¬ 
come effective May 14, 1960, round trip 
excursion fares between New York/ 
Newark and various points on its system. 1 
The fares are proposed at the general 
level of its tour-basing fares, which are 
now pending investigation. 2 The pres¬ 
ently proposed fares are subject to the 
condition that they apply only to trans¬ 
portation which is part of an air trans¬ 
portation journey originating and 
terminating at points outside the United 
States or Canada. Under the proposed 
tariff, the new fares will apply during the 
period July 7, 1960 through September 1, 
1960, except during peak traffic hours on 
Fridays and Sundays, and the carrier 


1 Capital Airline, Inc. C.A.B. 43, “Visit U.S.A. 
1960” excursion fares tariff. 

2 In the matter of tour basing fares pro¬ 
posed by Capital Airline, Inc., Docket 11247, 
instituted by Order E-15050 of March 29, 
1960. Thus, the proposed first-class fares are 
150 percent of the carrier’s regular one-way 
first-class fares, or a reduction of 25 percent 
from the regular round trip fare, and the 
proposed coach fares vary inversely with the 
distance from 5.4 cents per mile to 3.6 cents 
per mile. 
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intends to permit stopovers without ad¬ 
ditional charge. 

A complaint was filed by American Air¬ 
lines, Inc., in Docket 11306, by Eastern 
Air Lines, Inc., in Docket 11338, and by 
Northwest Airlines, Inc., in Docket 11342 
against the new fares. Capital filed an 
answer to American’s complaint on April 
29, 1960. The complaints vigorously 
question the lawfulness of the new ex¬ 
cursion fares and request the Board to 
investigate and suspend the new tariff. 
The complaints allege that Capital's pro¬ 
posed fares are inconsistent with that 
carrier’s petition for subsidy and its posi¬ 
tion in the General Passenger Fare In¬ 
vestigation, that it has made no showing 
the proposed fares will reduce its losses 
or increase its revenues, and that the 
fares are unjustly discriminatory, and 
unduly preferential and prejudicial, 
within the meaning of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Act of 1958. 

The complaints state reasonable 
grounds for investigating the complained 
of fares. We, therefore, institute investi¬ 
gation of those fares herein. To facili¬ 
tate this investigation we will expect 
Capital to keep adequate records of 
traffic, revenues, and costs associated 
with the fares here in issue. 

We have decided, however, not to sus¬ 
pend the effectiveness of Capital’s tariff 
pending the investigation. 

Suspension of tariffs under section 
1002 (g) of the Act lies substantially with¬ 
in our discretion. We are particularly 
cognizant of Capital’s financial situation. 
We officially notice that carrier’s petition 
for subsidy filed March 25, 1960, that a 
hearing has been ordered on this peti¬ 
tion, and that an over-all investigation 
into Capital’s operations and current fi¬ 
nancial situation has been ordered. For 
the purposes of this order, the proposed 
fares do not appear prima facie unrea¬ 
sonably low. Thus, we have concluded 
not to suspend the proposed tariff, since 
we believe the carrier should have the 
opportunity to experiment with these 
promotional fares for the limited period 
of the tariff. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 403, 404, and 1002 
thereof. 

It is ordered: 

1. An investigation is instituted to de¬ 
termine whether the fares, rules, regula¬ 
tions, and other provisions of the Capital 
Airlines, Inc. tariff, C.A.B. 43, are or will 
be unjust, unreasonable, unjustly dis¬ 
criminatory, unduly preferential, unduly 
prejudicial, or otherwise unlawful, and 
if found to be unlawful, to determine and 
prescribe the lawful fares, rules, regula¬ 
tions, and other provisions. 

2. The complaints in Dockets 11306 
11338, and 11342 are consolidated with 
the proceeding ordered herein, and to the 
extent not granted herein are dismissed. 

3. The proceeding ordered herein be 
assigned for hearing before an examiner 
of the Board at a time and place here¬ 
after to be designated. 

4. A copy of this order be served upon 
American Airlines, Inc., Capital Airlines, 
Inc., Eastern Air Lines, Inc., and North¬ 


west Airlines, Inc., which are made 
parties to this proceeding. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register . 8 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal! Mabel McCart, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4495; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of the Secretary 
LEONARD J. DOYLE 

Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 

In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro¬ 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests as re¬ 
ported in the Federal Register during 
the last six months. 

A. Deletions: Air Reduction, United Air¬ 
craft, Sinclair Oil. 

B. Additions: Bethlehem Steel, Interna¬ 
tional Harvester. 

This statement is made as of April 30, 
1960. 

Leonard J. Doyle. 

May 7, 1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4484; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:48 a.m.] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 13461; FCC 60M-833] 

J. P. BEACOM ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of J. P. Beacom 
(Transferor) and Thomas P. Johnson 
and George W. Eby (Transferee), Docket 
No. 13461, File No. BTC-3360; for con¬ 
sent to the relinquishment of positive 
control of WJPB-TV, Inc., permittee of 
Station WJPB-TV, Weston, Virginia. 

As requested by counsel for the appli¬ 
cants at the prehearing conference to¬ 
day, and without objection by counsel 
for the other parties, It is ordered , This 
12th day of May 1960, that the hearing 
now scheduled for May 20 is continued 
to Wednesday, June 15, 1960, at 10 a.m., 
in the offices of the Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

Released: May 13, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[ seal ] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4496; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:50 ami.] 


8 Vice Chairman Gurney’s concurring and 
dissenting statement filed as part of the orig¬ 
inal document. 


[Docket No. 13491 etc.; FCC 60M-820] 

BOOTH BROADCASTING CO. (WIOU) 
ET AL. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of Booth Broadcast¬ 
ing Company (WIOU), Kokomo, Indi¬ 
ana, Docket No. 13491, File No. BP- 
12036; Clinton Broadcasting Corpora¬ 
tion (KROS), Clinton, Iowa, Docket No. 
13492, File No. BP-12665; Truth Radio 
Corporation (WTRC), Elkhart, Indiana, 
Docket No. 13493, File No. BP-12842; 
Illinois Broadcasting Company (WSOY), 
Decatur, Illinois, Docket No. 13494, File 
No. BP-12916; WJOL, Inc. (WJOL), 
Joliet, Illinois, Docket No. 13495, File No. 
BP-13054; Tri-City Radio Corporation 
(WLBC), Muncie, Indiana, Docket No. 
13496, File No. BP-13102; Radio Mil¬ 
waukee, Inc. (WRIT), Milwaukee, Wis¬ 
consin, Docket No. 13497, File No. BP- 
13158; Stevens-Wismer Broadcasting, 
Inc. (WLAV), Grand Rapids, Michigan, 
Docket No. 13498, File No. BMP-8430; 
for construction permits. 

It is ordered, This 11th day of May 
1960, that David I. Kraushaar will pre¬ 
side at the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding which is hereby scheduled to 
commence on July 20, 1960, in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Released: May 12, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4497; Filed, May 17, I960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


> [Docket No. 13501; FCC 60M-827] 

CONCORD KANNAPOLIS 
BROADCASTING CO. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of Concord Kannapo¬ 
lis Broadcasting Company, Concord, 
North Carolina, Docket No. 13501, File 
No. BPH-2826; for construction permit 
(FM). 

It is ordered. This 11th day of May 
1960, that James D. Cunningham will 
preside at the hearing in the above- 
entitled proceeding which is hereby 
scheduled to commence on July H, I960, 
in Washington, D.C. 

Released: May 12, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4498; Filed, May 17, I960; 

8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13490; FCC 60M-826] 

IONIA BROADCASTING CO. (WION) 
Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of Monroe MacPher* 
son, tr/as Ionia Broadcasting 
(WION), Ionia, Michigan, Docket, Jw 
13490, Pile No. BP-12445; for construc¬ 
tion permit. 
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It is ordered, This 11th day of May 
1960, that Jay A. Kyle will preside at the 
hearing in the above-entitled proceeding 
which is hereby scheduled to commence 
cn July 7,1960, in Washington, D.C. 

Released: May 12, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4499; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13509, 13510; FCC 60-536] 

M-L RADIO, INC. (KMLW) AND 
TAFT BROADCASTING CO. 

Order Designating Applications for 
Consolidated Hearing on Stated 

Issues 


In re applications of M-L Radio, Inc. 
(KMLW) Marlin, Texas, Docket No. 
13509, File No. BP-12159; has: 1010 kc, 
250 w, Day, requests: 1010 kc, 10 kw, DA- 
Day; Paul E. Taft, d/b as Taft Broad¬ 
casting Company, Houston, Texas, Dock¬ 
et No. 13510, File No. BP-12868; 
Requests: 1010 kc, 1 kw, DA-Day, for 
construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D.C., on the 11th day of 
May 1960; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captioned and de¬ 
scribed applications; 

It appearing that except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, the instant 
applicants are legally, technically, finan¬ 
cially, and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate their instant propos¬ 
als; and 


It further appearing that pursuant to 
section 309(b) of th& Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the Commis¬ 
sion, in a letter dated November 17, 1959, 
and incorporated herein by reference, 
notified the instant applicants, and any 
other known parties in interest, of the 
grounds and reasons for the Commis¬ 
sion’s inability to make a finding that a 
grant of either of the applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity; and that a copy of the 
a u 1 v m ^ ntioned letter is available for 
Publie inspection at the Commission’s 
offices; and 


It further appearing, that the instanl 
applicants filed timely replies to the 
iorementioned letter, which replies have 
oot, however, entirely eliminated the 
giounds and reasons precluding a grant 
.t 1 ' e f. aid applications and requiring an 
laentiary hearing on the particular is- 
v. aS ^ hereinafter specified; and in 
the applicants stated that they 
Q°/r. a a PPear at a hearing on the instant 
applications; and 

fiiB further appearing that in a petition 
mea on November 18, 1958, American 
loadcasting-Paramount Theatres, Inc., 
JI ™*? , of Station WABC, New York, 
thnf K? rk kc » 50 kw > » requested 
SSL™ i nstant KMLW application be 
k p ® ated f °r hearing and that WABC 
thnf lade a part y thereto on the ground 
a grant of the application would 


prejudice a return of Station KCTA 
(formerly KATR), Corpus Christi, Texas 
(1030 kc, 50 kw, L-SR Boston, SS Corpus 
Christi), from 1030 kilocycles to 1010 
kilocycles, which in turn would prejudice 
a return of Station KOB, Albuquerque, 
New Mexico, from 770 kilocycles to 1030 
kilocycles as requested by WABC; that, 
in a letter dated November 17, 1959, the 
Commission advised WABC that its peti¬ 
tion was moot in view of the actions on 
September 3, 1958, and September 2, 
1959, authorizing KOB to operate on 770 
kilocycles; that, in a letter dated Decem¬ 
ber 4, 1959, WABC contends its petition 
is not moot because it now has pending 
before the United States Court of Ap¬ 
peals for the District of Columbia Cir¬ 
cuit four appeals from the Commission’s 
decisions with respect to the KOB mat¬ 
ter; but that in its said appeals WABC 
has not alleged error on the part of the 
Commission in assigning KOB to 770 in¬ 
stead of 1030 kilocycles, and In re Appli¬ 
cation of Falls County Public Service, 6 
Pike and Fischer RR 273, we held that 
“from any point of view—of fact—or of 
law—or of equity—KWBU [now KCTA] 
has no rights to the 1010 kc frequency, 
which can be adversely affected by a 
grant of the [KMLW] application [in 
1950 for 250 watts on 1010 kc] * * 
and that, therefore, WABC’s instant 
showing is without merit to warrant in¬ 
cluding WABC as a party respondent in 
the hearing ordered below; and 
It further appearing that after con¬ 
sideration of the foregoing and the ap¬ 
plicants’ replies, the Commission is still 
unable to make the statutory finding 
that a grant of the applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity; and is of the opinion that 
the applications must be designated for 
hearing in a consolidated proceeding on 
the issues specified below; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the instant appli¬ 
cations are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent Or¬ 
der, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popula¬ 
tions which would receive primary serv¬ 
ice from Taft Broadcasting Company 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which may be expected to gain or 
lose primary service from the proposed 
operation of Station KMLW and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

3. To determine the nature and extent 
of the interference, if any, that each of 
the instant proposals would cause to and 
receive from each other and all other 
existing standard broadcast stations, the 
areas and populations affected thereby, 
and the availability of other primary 
service to the areas and populations af¬ 
fected by interference from either of the 
instant proposals. 

4. To determine whether the instant 
proposal of Taft Broadcasting Company 
would involve objectionable interference 
with Station KCTA, Corpus Christi, 
Texas, or any other existing standard 
broadcast stations, and, if so, the nature 


and extent thereof, the areas and popu¬ 
lations affected thereby and the availa¬ 
bility of other primary service to such 
areas and populations. 

5. To determine whether the interfer¬ 
ence received from the other proposal 
herein and any existing stations would 
affect more than ten percent of the pop¬ 
ulation within the normally protected 
primary service area of either of the in¬ 
stant proposals in contravention of 
§3.28(c)(3) of the Commission rules 
and, if so, whether circumstances exist 
which would warrant a waiver of said 
section. 

6. To determine, in the light of section 
307(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, which of the instant 
proposals would better provide a fair, 
efficient and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

7. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues which, if either, of the in¬ 
stant applications should be granted. 

It is further ordered, That, Broadcast¬ 
ing Corporation of The Southwest, li¬ 
censee of Station KCTA, Corpus Christi, 
Texas, is made a party to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered, That, the request 
of American Broadcasting-Paramount 
Theatres, Inc., contained in its petition 
of November 18, 1958, that it be desig¬ 
nated as a party with respect to any 
hearing that might be held on the sub¬ 
ject application of KMLW is denied for 
the reasons hereinbefore specified. 

It is further ordered, That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the instant applicants and party 
respondent herein, pursuant to § 1.140 of 
the Commission rules, in person or by 
attorney, shall, within 20 days of the 
mailing of this order, file with the Com¬ 
mission, in triplicate, a written appear¬ 
ance stating an intention to appear on 
the date fixed for the hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence on the issues specified in 
this order. 

It is further ordered, That, the issues 
in the above-captioned proceeding may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by a 
party to the proceeding, and upon suffi¬ 
cient allegations of fact in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: To determine whether the funds 
available to the applicant will give rea¬ 
sonable assurance that the proposals set 
forth in the application will be effec¬ 
tuated. 

Released: May 13, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4500; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 13483, 13484; FCC 60M-825] 

RADIO STATION WESB AND CANAN¬ 
DAIGUA BROADCASTING CO., INC. 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of Thomas R. 
Bromeley, Mary Ann Satterwhlte, Char¬ 
lotte E. Anderson and Joyce L, Edwards, 
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d/b as Radio Station WESB, Canan¬ 
daigua, New York, Docket No. 13483, 
File No. BP-12400, Canandaigua Broad¬ 
casting Company, Inc., Canandaigua, 
New York, Docket No. 13484, File No. 
BP-13031; for construction permits. 

It is ordered, This 11th day of May 
1960, that Annie Neal Huntting will 
preside at the hearing in the above- 
entitled proceeding which is hereby 
scheduled to commence on July 8, 1960, 
in Washington, D.C. 

Released; May 12,1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4501; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.l 


[Docket Nos. 13504, 13505; FCC 60M-829] 

LAWRENCE SHUSHAN AND UNITED 
BROADCASTING CO. (KEEN-FM) 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re applications of Lawrence Shu- 
shan, Albany, California, Docket No. 
13504, File No. BPM-2799; United Broad¬ 
casting Company (KEEN-FM), San 
Jose, California, Docket No. 13505, ,File 
No. BMPH-6068; for construction per¬ 
mits (FM). 

It is ordered. This 11th day of May 
1960, that H. Gifford Irion will preside 
at the hearing in the above-entitled 
proceeding which is hereby scheduled to 
commence on July 25, 1960, in Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

Released: May 12, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4502; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 13503; FCC 60M-828] 

KENNETH F. WARREN 

Order Scheduling Hearing 

In re application of Kenneth F. War¬ 
ren, Monterey, California, Docket No. 
13503, File No. BPH-2867; for construc¬ 
tion permit (FM). 

It is ordered. This 11th day day of May 
1960, that James D. Cunningham will 
preside at the hearing in the above- 
entitled proceeding which Is hereby 
scheduled to commence on July 13, 1960, 
in Washington, D.C. 

Released: May 12, 1960. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Acting Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4503; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:50 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. G-9510 etc.] 

CITIES SERVICE PRODUCTION CO. 

ET AL. 

Order Granting Motion To Allow Rates 
To Remain in Effect Without Obliga¬ 
tion To Refund, Discharging Obli¬ 
gation To Refund Under Supple¬ 
ments, Severing Proceedings, and 
Terminating Proceedings 

May 6, 1960. 

Cities Service Production Company, 
Docket Nos. G-9510, G^11325, G-12780, 
G-13388, and G-16487; Cities Service Oil 
Company, Docket Nos. G-13031, G-13376, 
G-13715, G-13777, G-14034, G-16123, 
and G-16360; Cities Service Oil Com¬ 
pany (Operator), et al., Docket Nos. 
G-12983, G-14723, G-14724, and G- 
15210. 

The above-consolidated matters (Dock¬ 
et Nos. G-9510, et al.) are presently in¬ 
recess and are scheduled to be re-con¬ 
vened on order of the presiding 
examiner. 

On November 25, 1957, Cities Service 
Oil Company (Cities Service) tendered 
for filing proposed rate increases from 
10.0 cents per Mcf to 11.0 cents per Mcf 
for the sale of natural gas to Lone Star 
Gas Company (Lone Star) from Katie 
Field, Garvin County, Oklahoma. The 
filings were designated as Supplement 
Nos. 1, 1, 2, and 2 to Cities Service’s FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule Nos. 3, 29, 9, and 6, 
respectively, and, by order issued De¬ 
cember 23, 1957 in Docket No. G-14034, 
were suspended until June 1, 1958, and 
until such further time as they are made 
effective in the manner prescribed by 
the Natural Gas Act. Pursuant to an 
appropriate motion filed by Cities Serv¬ 
ice and an order of the Commission 
issued June 20, 1958, the increased rates 
were made effective -as of June 1, 1958, 
subject to refund. By order issued Sep¬ 
tember 24,1958, the proceedings involved 
in Docket No. G-14034 were consolidated 
in the above-entitled matters for pur¬ 
poses of hearing. 

On April 8, 1960, Cities Service filed a 
motion in Docket No. G-14034 requesting 
the Commission to reconsider and vacate 
its orders issued in Docket No. G-14034; 
permit the supplements involved in the 
aforementioned proceeding to become ef¬ 
fective forthwith without obligation to 
refund; sever said proceeding from 
Docket Nos. G-9510, et al.; and termi¬ 
nate said proceeding. In support of its 
motion, Cities Service states that com¬ 
parable rate increases filed with the 
Commission by other producers in the 
same production area were permitted to 
go into effect without suspension and 
suspension proceedings of other pro¬ 
ducers similarly situated were termi¬ 
nated by the Commission. In addition, 
Cities Service states that unless its mo¬ 
tion is granted it will be denied equal 
rights and will be subject to undue 
discrimination. 


Consistent with our action in termi¬ 
nating suspension proceedings involving 
other producers similarly situated, the 
aforementioned suspension proceeding 
should be terminated. Neither Lone 
Star nor any other person has protested 
the motion filed by Cities Service. 

The Commission finds: Good cause 
exists for granting Cities Service’s mo¬ 
tion filed in Docket No. G-14034 on April 
8, 1960, as hereinafter ordered; allowing 
the aforementioned suspended supple¬ 
ments involved in Docket No. G-14034 to 
remain in effect without obligation to re¬ 
fund; discharging Cities Service from its 
obligation to refund under the aforesaid 
supplements; severing the proceeding in¬ 
volved in Docket No. G-14034 from the 
proceedings involved in Docket Nos. G- 
9510, et al.; and terminating the suspen¬ 
sion proceeding involved in Docket No. 
G-14034. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The aforementioned suspended 
supplements involved in the proceeding 
in Docket No. G-14034 are hereby al¬ 
lowed to remain in effect without obliga¬ 
tion to refund as of the date each be¬ 
came effective, subject to refund. 

(B) Cities Service is hereby dis¬ 
charged from its obligation to refund 
under the aforementioned supplements 
involved in the aforesaid proceeding in 
Docket No. G-14034. 

(C) The proceeding in Docket No. G- 
14034 is hereby severed from the pro¬ 
ceedings involved in Docket Nos. G-9510, 
et al. 

(D) The proceeding involved in Dock¬ 
et No. G-14034 is hereby terminated. 

(E) This order is without prejudice to 
any findings or orders which have been 
made, or may be made by the Commis¬ 
sion in Docket Nos. G-9510,- et al., or in 
any other proceeding now pending or 
hereinafter instituted by or against 
Cities Service Oil Company. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4455; Filed, May 17, I960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G-9520 etc.] 

GULF OIL CORP. ET AL. 

Order Severing and Terminating 
Proceeding 

May 9,1960. 

Gulf Oil Corporation, et al., Docket 
Nos. G-9520, et al.; Gulf Oil Corporation, 
Docket No. G-15127. 

On April 25, 1958, Gulf Oil Corpora¬ 
tion (Gulf), tendered for filing a P r0 * 
posed increased rate of 16.4 cents pei 
Mcf, reflecting a 0.2 cent per Met in¬ 
crease over the rate then in effect i 
jurisdictional sales of natural g&s 
Natural Gas Pipe Line Company oi 
America. The tender was designated a 
Supplement No. 3 to Gulf’s FPC ~ , 
Rate Schedule No. 46 and was suspenoeu 
by order issued May 22, 1958, in U° c , 
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until such further time as it was made 
effective in the manner prescribed by the 
Natural Gas Act. The proposed in¬ 
creased rate was never made effective. 

On April 1, 1960, Gulf tendered for 
filing a proposed increased rate of 16.8 
cents per Mcf, reflecting a 0.6 cent per 
Mcf increase over the rate then in effect. 
The tender was designated as Supple¬ 
ment No. 4 to Gulf’s PPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 46 and was suspended by 
order issued May 6, 1960, in Docket No. 
RI60-319. 

As no motion to place the proposed in¬ 
creased rate into effect was filed in 
Docket No. G-15127, the proposed in¬ 
creased rate suspended in Docket No. 
RI60-319 renders the proceeding in 
Docket No. G-17148 moot. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Good cause exists for severing the 
proceeding in Docket No. G-15127 from 
the consolidated proceedings in Docket 
Nos. G-9520, et al. 

(2) The proceeding in Docket No. G- 
15127 should be terminated. 

The Commission orders: 

(1) Docket No. G-15127 is hereby sev¬ 
ered from the consolidated proceedings 
in Docket Nos. G-9520, et al. 

(2) The proceeding in Docket No. G- 
15127 is hereby terminated. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4456; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[ Docket No. G-2506] 

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 

Order Postponing Oral Argument 

May 6, 1960. 

By order of the Commission issued 
herein on April 20, 1960, oral argument 
on the issue of the proper allowance to 
he included in the cost of service for Pan- 
™e’s Produced gas was fixed to be 
held on May 12, 1960. It now appears 
that such oral argument should be post¬ 
poned as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: The oral 
argument fixed by our order issued 
herein April 20, 1960, to be held on May 
f’in 60, ls P° st P0 n ed until May 26, 1960, 
nf am * e - d * s -t-> in a Hearing Room 
oi the Federal Power Commission, 441 G 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

By the Commission. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4457; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP60-64] 

TENNESSEE GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

May 12,1960. 

notice that on March 22, 1960, 
ne^~ ted on April 6 > I960, Ten- 
Plicant?fi S i ^ ransniission Company (Ap- 
aDnw- flIed m Docket No. CP60-64 an 

application pursuant to section 7 (c) of 


the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity author¬ 
izing the construction and operation of 
approximately 11.6 miles of 12-inch 
pipeline from a point on Tennessee’s 
existing 12-inch Grand Cheniere Line in 
Cameron Parish, Louisiana, to a platform 
in Block 16, East Cameron Area, offshore 
Louisiana, together with appurtenant 
facilities, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

The purpose of the proposed construc¬ 
tion is to attach to Applicant’s natural 
gas system approximately 102,944 MMcf 
of recoverable reserves owned by Appli¬ 
cant in the Block 17 Field underlying 
approximately 8,500 acres under lease to 
Applicant in Blocks 16, 17 and 24, and to 
receive into the proposed line such gas 
as may be purchased under contracts to 
be negotiated in the near future with 
other independent producers presently 
operating in the Block 17 area. 

The cost of the proposed facilities is 
estimated at $1,031,000, which will be 
financed from funds on hand. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on June 
14, 1960, at 9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a Hear¬ 
ing Room of the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, 441 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C., concerning the matters involved in 
and the issues presented by such appli¬ 
cation: Provided , however , That the 
Commission may, after a non-contested 
hearing, dispose of the proceedings pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or 
(2) of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure. Under the procedure 
herein provided for, unless otherwise 
advised, it will be unnecessary for Appli¬ 
cant to appear or be represented at the 
hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before June 
3, 1960. Failure of any party to appear 
at and participate in the hearing shall 
be construed as waiver of and concur¬ 
rence in omission herein of the inter¬ 
mediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4458; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP60-7] 

UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

May 12,1960. 

Take notice that on January 13, 1960, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (Appli¬ 
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cant), filed an application in Docket No. 
CP60-7, pursuant to section 7(b) of the 
Natural Gas Act, for authority to aban¬ 
don and remove certain natural gas 
facilities formerly used to deliver natural 
gas to two direct industrial customers, 
all as more fully set forth in the applica¬ 
tion on file with the Commission and 
open for public inspection. 

The facilities proposed for abandon¬ 
ment and removal are as follows: 

(a) A meter station, 228 feet of 18- 
inch pipeline, 120 feet of 16-inch pipe¬ 
line, and other appurtenant facilities 
formerly used to deliver natural gas to 
an industrial plant of the Neches Butane 
Products Corporation (Neches) in Jef¬ 
ferson County, Texas. 

(b) 2,773 feet of 6-inch pipeline, a 
measuring station and other measuring 
equipment formerly used to deliver 
natural gas to a refinery of the Atlantic 
Refining Company (Atlantic) in Jeffer¬ 
son County, Texas. 

The above facilities had been used by 
Applicant to deliver gas to Atlantic and 
Neches for use in their operations near 
Beaumont, Texas. 

Applicant states that the contracts 
under which the direct industrial sales 
were being made have terminated, and 
that deliveries to Atlantic and Neches 
ceased on January 1, 1960. Applicant 
proposes to remove the facilities in order 
that they may be used at other locations 
when required. 

This matter is one that should be dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on June 
14, 1960 at 9:30 a.m., e.d.s.t., in a Hearing 
Room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., con¬ 
cerning the matters involved in and the 
issues presented by such application: 
Provided , however , That the Commission 
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis¬ 
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the 
provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure. Under the procedure herein 
provided for, unless otherwise advised, 
it will be unnecessary for applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hearing. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D.C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or 
before June 3, 1960. Failure of any 
party to appear at and participate in the 
hearing shall be construed as waiver of 
and concurrence in omission herein of 
the intermediate decision procedure in 
cases where a request therefor is made. 

Joseph H. Gutride, 
Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4459; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:46 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL RADIATION COUNCIL 

RADIATION PROTECTION GUIDANCE 
FOR FEDERAL AGENCIES 

Memorandum for the President 

Pursuant to Executive Order 10831 and 
Public Law 86-373, the Federal Radia¬ 
tion Council has made a study of the 
hazards and use of radiation. We here¬ 
with transmit our first report to you 
concerning our findings and our recom¬ 
mendations for the guidance of Federal 
agencies in the conduct of their radia¬ 
tion protection activities. 

It is the statutory responsibility of the 
Council to "* * * advise the President 
with respect to radiation matters, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly affecting health, 
including guidance for all Federal agen¬ 
cies in the formulation of radiation 
standards and in the establishment and 
execution of programs of cooperation 
with States * * 

Fundamentally, setting basic radiation 
protection standards involves passing 
judgment on the extent of the possible 
health hazard society is willing to accept 
in order to realize the known benefits 
of radiation. It involves inevitably a 
balancing between total health protec¬ 
tion, which might require foregoing any 
activities increasing exposure to radia¬ 
tion, and the vigorous promotion of the 
use of radiation and atomic energy in 
order to achieve optimum benefits. 

The Federal Radiation Council has 
reviewed available knowledge on radia¬ 
tion effects and consulted with scientists 
within and outside the Government. 
Each member has also examined the 
guidance recommended in this memo¬ 
randum in light of his statutory responsi¬ 
bilities. Although the guidance does not 
cover all phases of radiation protection, 
such as internal emitters, we find that 
the guidance which we recommend that 
you provide for the use of Federal agen¬ 
cies gives appropriate consideration to 
the requirements of health protection 
and the beneficial uses of radiation and 
atomic energy. Our further findings and 
recommendations follow. 

Discussion. The fundamental problem 
in establishing radiation protection 
guides is to allow as much of the bene¬ 
ficial uses of ionizing radiation as pos¬ 
sible while assuring that man is not 
exposed to undue hazard. To get a true 
insight into the scope of the problem 
and the impact of the decisions involved, 
a review of the benefits and the hazards 
is necessary. 

It is important in considering both the 
benefits and hazards of radiation to ap¬ 
preciate that man has existed through¬ 
out his history in a bath of natural 
radiation. This background radiation, 
which varies over the earth, provides a 
partial basis for understanding the ef¬ 
fects of radiation on man and serves as 
an indicator of the ranges of radiation 
exposures within which the human popu¬ 
lation has developed and increased. 

The benefits of ionizing radiation. 
Radiation properly controlled is a boon 
to mankind. It has been of inestimable 
value in the diagnosis and treatment of 
diseases. It can provide sources of 


energy greater than any the world has 
yet had available. In industry, it is used 
as a tool to measure thickness, quantity 
or quality, to discover hidden flaws, to 
trace liquid flow, and for other purposes. 
So many research uses for ionizing radia¬ 
tion have been found that scientists in 
many diverse fields now rank radiation 
with the microscope in value as a work¬ 
ing tool. 

The hazards of ionizing radiation . 
Ionizing radiation involves health haz¬ 
ards just as do many other useful tools. 
Scientific findings concerning the bio¬ 
logical effects of radiation of most im¬ 
mediate interest to the establishment of 
radiation protection standards are the 
following: 

1. Acute doses of radiation may pro¬ 
duce immediate or delayed effects, or 
both. 

2. As acute whole body doses increase 
above approximately 25 rems (units of 
radiation dose), immediately observable 
effects increase in severity with dose, 
beginning from barely detectable 
changes, to biological signs clearly indi¬ 
cating damage, to death at levels of a 
few hundred rems. 

3. Delayed effects produced either by 
acute irradiation or by chronic irradia¬ 
tion are similar in kind, but the ability of 
the body to repair radiation damage is 
usually more effective in the case of 
chronic than acute irradiation. 

4. The delayed effects from radiation 
are in general indistinguishable from 
familiar pathological conditions usually 
present in the population. 

5. Delayed effects include genetic 
effects (effects transmitted to succeeding 
generations), increased incidence of 
tumors, lifespan shortening, and growth 
and development changes. 

6. The child, the infant, and the un¬ 
born infant appear to be more sensitive 
to radiation than the adult. 

7. The various organs of the body differ 
in their sensitivity to radiation. 

8. Although ionizing radiation can in¬ 
duce genetic and somatic effects (effects 
on the individual during his lifetime 
other than genetic effects), the evidence 
at the present time is insufficient to jus¬ 
tify precise conclusions on the nature of 
the dose-effect relationship at low doses 
and dose rates. Moreover, the evidence 
is insufficient to prove either the hypoth¬ 
esis of a “damage threshold” (a point 
below which no damage occurs) or the 
hypothesis of “no threshold” in man at 
low doses. 


9. If one assumes a direct linear rela¬ 
tion between biological effect and the 
amount of dose, it then becomes possible 
to relate very low dose to an assumed 
biological effect even though it is not de¬ 
tectable. It is generally agreed that the 
effect that may actually occur will not 
exceed the amount predicted by this 
assumption. 

Basic biological assumptions. There 
are insufficient data to provide a firm 
basis for evaluating radiation effects for 
all types and levels of irradiation. There 
is particular uncertainty with respect to 
the biological effects at very low doses 
and low-dose rates. It is not prudent 
therefore to assume that there is a level 
of radiation exposure below which there 
is absolute certainty that no effect may 
occur. This consideration, in addition 
to the adoption of the conservative hy¬ 
pothesis of a linear relation between bio¬ 
logical effect and the amount of dose, 
determines our basic approach to the 
formulation of radiation protection 
guides. 

The lack of adequate scientific infor¬ 
mation makes it urgent that additional 
research be undertaken and new data 
developed to provide a firmer basis for 
evaluating biological risk. Appropriate 
member agencies of the Federal Radia¬ 
tion Council are sponsoring and encour¬ 
aging research in these areas. 

Recommendations. In view of the 
findings summarized above the following 
recommendations are made: 

It is recommended that: 

1. There should not be any man-made 
radiation exposure without the expecta¬ 
tion of benefit resulting from such ex¬ 
posure. Activities resulting in man-made 
radiation exposure should be authorized 
for useful applications provided in rec¬ 
ommendations set forth herein are 
followed. 

It is recommended that: 

2. The term “Radiation Protection 
Guide” be adopted for Federal use. This 
term is defined as the radiation dose 
which should not be exceeded without 
careful consideration of the reasons for 
doing so; every effort should be made to 
encourage the maintenance of radiation 
doses as far below this guide as 
practicable. 

It is recommended that: 

3. The following Radiation Protection 
Guides be adopted for normal peacetime 
operations: 


Type of exposure 

Condition 

Dose (rem) 

Radiation worker: 

(a) Whole body, head and trunk, active blood form¬ 
ing organs, gonads, or lens of eye. 

(h) Skin of whole body and thyroid _ _ 

(Accumulated dose. 

(l3 weeks__ 

5 times the number of years beyond 
age 18. 

3. 

30. 

10. 

75. 

O.i microgram of radium-226 or its 
biological equivalent. 

15. 

5. 

0.5 (whole body). 

5 (gonads). 

(Year _ _ 

(e) Hands and forearms, feet and ankles.._ 

\13 weeks_-_ 

1 Year_ 

(d) Rone. __„ „. .. 

\l3 weeks_ 

Body burden_ 

(e) Other organs___ 

(Year. 

Population: 

(a) Individual __ 

\13 weeks.. 

Year_ 

(b) Average. 

30 year... 


The following points are made in re- (1) For the individual in the P°P , 
lation to the Radiation Protection tion, the basic Guide for annual w 
Guides herein provided: body dose is 0.5 rem. This Guide 
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plies when the individual whole body 
doses are known. As an operational 
technique, where the individual whole 
body doses are not known, a suitable 
sample of the exposed population should 
be developed whose protection guide for 
annual whole body dose will be 0.17 rem 
per capita per year. It is emphasized 
that this is an operational technique 
which should be modified to meet spe¬ 
cial situations. 

(2) Considerations of population ge¬ 
netics impose a per capita dose limitation 
for the gonads of 5 rems in 30 years. 
The operational mechanism described 
above for the annual individual whole 
body dose of 0.5 rem is likely in the im¬ 
mediate future to assure that the go¬ 
nadal exposure Guide (5 rem in 30 
years) is not exceeded. 

(3) These Guides do not differ sub¬ 
stantially from certain other recom¬ 
mendations such as those made by the 
National Committee on Radiation Pro¬ 
tection and Measurements, the National 
Academy of Sciences, and the Interna¬ 
tional Commission on Radiological 
Protection. 

(4) The term “maximum permissible 
dose” is used by the National Committee 
on Radiation Protection (NCRP) and 
the International Commission on Ra¬ 
diological Protection (ICRP). However, 
this term is often misunderstood. The 
words “maximum” and “permissible” 
both have unfortunate connotations not 
intended by either the NCRP or the 
ICRP. 


(5) There can be no single permissible 
or acceptable level of exposure without 
regard to the reason for permitting the 
exposure. It should be general practice 
to reduce exposure to radiation, and pos¬ 
itive effort should be carried out to ful¬ 
fill the sense of these recommendations. 
It is basic that exposure to radiation 
should result from a real determination 
of its necessity. 

(6) There can be different Radiation 
Protection Guides with different numer¬ 
ical values, depending upon the circum¬ 
stances. The Guides herein recom¬ 
mended are appropriate for normal 
Peacetime operations. 

(7) These Guides are not intended to 
^PPly to radiation exposure resulting 
irom natural background or the pur¬ 
poseful exposure of patients by practi¬ 
tioners of the healing arts. 

(8) It is recognized that our present 
cientific knowledge does not provide a 

n 1 ?.teundation within a factor of two 
1 ttlr ® e for selection of any particular 
umerical value in preference to another 
should be recognized that the 
Radiation Protection Guides recom- 
mended m this paper are well below the 

nhc w ~i ere biological damage has been 
observed in humans. 

It is recommended that: 
tho o Curr< r nt Protection guides used by 
hscw encies be ooHtinued on an interim 
s for organ doses to the population. 
T:? endatio1 ^ are not mad e con- 
fnr z?. vl e Radi ation Protection Guides 
lati™ V !2 ual organ doses to the popu- 
0t ^ er than the gonads. Unfor- 
srniHoo complexities of establishing 
of an a PPii ca ble to radiation exposure 
from organs preclude the Council 
making recommendations concern¬ 


ing them at this time. However, current 
protection guides used by the agencies 
appear appropriate on an interim basis. 

It is recommended that: 

5. The term “Radioactivity Concen¬ 
tration Guide” be adopted for Federal 
use. This term is defined as the concen¬ 
tration of radioactivity in the environ¬ 
ment which is determined to result in 
whole body or organ doses equal to the 
Radiation Protection Guide. 

Within this definition, Radioactivity 
Concentration Guides can be determined 
after the Radiation Protection Guides 
are decided upon. Any given Radioac¬ 
tivity Concentration Guide is applicable 
only for the circumstances under which 
the use of its corresponding Radiation 
Protection Guide is appropriate. 

It is recommended that : 

6. The Federal agencies, as an interim 
measure, use radioactivity concentration 
guides which are consistent with the rec¬ 
ommended Radiation Protection Guides. 
Where no Radiation Protection Guides 
are provided, Federal agencies continue 
present practices. 

No specific numerical recommenda¬ 
tions for Radioactivity Concentration 
Guides are provided at this time. How¬ 
ever, concentration guides now used by 
the agencies appear appropriate on an 
interim basis. Where appropriate radio¬ 
activity concentration guides are not 
available, and where Radiation Protec¬ 
tion Guides for specific organs are pro¬ 
vided herein, the latter Guides can be 
used by the Federal agencies as a start¬ 
ing point for the derivation of radio¬ 
activity concentration guides applicable 
to their particular problems. The Fed¬ 
eral Radiation Council has also initiated 
action directed towards the development 
of additional Guides for radiation 
protection. 

It is recommended that: 

7. The Federal agencies apply these 
Radiation Protection Guides with judg¬ 
ment and discretion, to assure that rea¬ 
sonable probability is achieved in the 
attainment of the desired goal of protect¬ 
ing man from the undesirable effects of 
radiation. The Guides may be exceeded 
only after the Federal agency having 
jurisdiction over the matter has carefully 
considered the reason for doing so in 
light of the recommendations in this 
paper. 

The Radiation Protection Guides pro¬ 
vide a general framework for the radia¬ 
tion protection requirements. It is 
expected that each Federal agency, by 
virtue of its immediate knowledge of its 
operating problems, will use these Guides 
as a basis upon which to develop detailed 
standards tailored to meet its particular 
requirements. The Council will follow 
the activities of the Federal agencies in 
this area and will promote the necessary 
coordination to achieve an effective 
Federal program. 

If the foregoing recommendations are 
approved by you for the guidance of 
Federal agencies in the conduct of their 
radiation protection activities, it is fur¬ 
ther recommended that this memoran¬ 
dum be published in the Federal 
Register. 

Arthur S. Flemming, 

Chairman, 

Federal Radiation Council . 


The recommendations numbered “1” 
through “7” contained in the above 
memorandum are approved for the 
guidance of Federal agencies, and the 
memorandum shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Dwight D. Eisenhower 
May 13, 1960. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4539; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:51 a.m.] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

NEW HAMPSHIRE BANKSHARES, INC. 

Notice of Tentative Decision on Appli¬ 
cation for Prior Approval of Ac¬ 
quisition by Bank Holding Com¬ 
pany of Voting Shares of Bank 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to section 3(a) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act of 1956, New Hampshire 
Bankshares, Inc., Nashua, New Hamp¬ 
shire, a bank holding company, has ap¬ 
plied for the Board’s prior approval of 
the acquisition of up to 60 percent of 
the 2,000 outstanding voting shares of 
The Peoples National Bank of Clare¬ 
mont, Claremont, New Hampshire. In¬ 
formation relied upon by the Board in 
making its tentative decision is sum¬ 
marized in the Board’s Tentative State¬ 
ment 1 of this date, which is attached 
hereto and made a part hereof, and 
which is available for inspection at the 
Office of the Board’s Secretary, at all 
Federal Reserve Banks, and at the Office 
of the Federal Register. 

The record in this proceeding to date 
consists of the application, the Board’s 
letter to the office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency inviting his views and rec¬ 
ommendations on the application, the 
Comptroller’s reply, this Notice of Ten¬ 
tative Decision, and the Tentative 
Statement. 

For the reasons set forth in the Ten¬ 
tative Statement, the Board proposes to 
grant the application. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
fifteen (15) days after the publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register, 
file with the Board in writing any com¬ 
ments upon or objections to the Board’s 
proposed action. Communications 
should be addressed to the Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, Washington 25, D.C. 

Following expiration of the said 15- 
day period, the Board’s Tentative De¬ 
cision will be made final by order to that 
effect, unless for good cause shown other 
action is deemed appropriate by the 
Board. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of May 1960. 

By order of the Board of Governors. 

[seal] Merritt Sherman, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4489; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
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HOUSING AND HOME 
FINANCE AGENCY 

Office of the Administrator 

DIRECTOR, RECORDS MANAGEMENT 
BRANCH AND ASSISTANT DI¬ 
RECTOR, RECORDS MANAGEMENT 
BRANCH 

Designation as Legal Custodian of 
Records 

The Director, Records Management 
Branch, or, in the absence of that officer, 
the Assistant Director is hereby desig¬ 
nated as the legal custodian of the rec¬ 
ords of the Office of the Administrator 
(including those of the Community Fa¬ 
cilities Administration and the Urban 
Renewal Administration). 

(62 Stat. 1283 (1948), as amended by 64 Stat. 
80 (1950), 12 U.S.C. 1701c) 

Effective as of the 18th day of May 
1960. 

[seal] Norman P. Mason, 

Housing and Home Finance 

Administrator . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4483; Filed, May 17, 1960; 
8:48 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File No. 24NY-4641 ] 

DIRECTOMAT, INC. 

Order Temporarily Suspending Ex¬ 
emption, Statement of Reasons 
Therefor, and Notice of Opportunity 
for Hearing 

May 11, 1960. 

I. Directomat, Inc. (issuer), Hotel 
Roosevelt, Madison Avenue and 45th 
Street, New York 17, New York, filed 
with the Commission on March 17, 1958 
a notification on Form 1-A and an offer¬ 
ing circular relating to a proposed pub¬ 
lic offering of 240,000 shares of its 1^ par 
value common stock at $1 per share for 
the purpose of obtaining an exemption 
from the registration requirements of 
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 
3(b) and Regulation A promulgated 
thereunder. 

II. The Commission has reasonable 
cause to believe that: 

A. The terms and conditions of Regu¬ 
lation A have not been complied with 
in that: 

1. The issuer failed to disclose all the 
promoters and affiliates as required by 
Items 2 and 3 of the notification and 
all the promoters and controlling per¬ 
sons as required by paragraph 9 of 
Schedule I. 

2. The issuer failed to file a complete 
and accurate report on Form 2-A as re¬ 
quired by Rule 260 in that the report 
filed on May 27, 1958 states, contrary 
to fact, that the offering was completed 
on May 10, 1958 by the broker-dealer 
firms named therein. 




NOTICES 

B. The offering circular contained un¬ 
true statements of material facts and 
omitted to state material facts necessary 
in order to make the statements made, 
in the light of the circumstances under 
which they were made, not misleading, 
particularly with respect to the failure 
to name and disclose the background and 
material interests of all promoters and 
affiliates of the issuer, and to disclose 
relationships between promoters, affil¬ 
iates and an underwriter, and between 
a promoter and, a company holding a 
material contract with the issuer. 

C. The offering was made in violation 
of section 17 of the Act. 

HI. It is ordered , Pursuant to Rule 
261 of the general rules and regulations 
under the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, that the exemption under Reg¬ 
ulation A be, and it hereby is, tempo¬ 
rarily suspended. 

Notice is hereby given that any person 
having any interest in the matter may 
file with the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion a written request for hearing within 
thirty days after the entry of this order; 
that within twenty days after receipt of 
such request the Commission will, or at 
any time upon its own motion may, set 
the matter down for hearing at a place 
to be designated by the Commission, for 
the purpose of determining whether this 
order of suspension should be vacated or 
made permanent, without prejudice, 
however, to the consideration and pres¬ 
entation of additional matters at the 
hearing; that if no hearing is requested 
and none is ordered by the Commission, 
this order shall become permanent on 
the thirtieth day after its entry and shall 
remain in effect unless or until it is 
modified or vacated by the Commission; 
and that notice of the time and place for 
any hearing will promptly be given by 
the Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4464; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[File No. 70-38821 

SOUTHERN ELECTRIC GENERATING 
CO. 

Notice of Proposed Issuance and Sale 
of Bonds 

May 11, 1960. 

Notice is hereby given that South¬ 
ern Electric Generating Company 
(“SEGCO”), a public-utility subsidiary 
of Alabama Power Company (“Ala¬ 
bama”) and Georgia Power Company 
(“Georgia”), exempt holding companies 
and public-utility subsidiaries of The 
Southern Company, a registered holding 
company, has filed an application with 
this Commission, pursuant to the Public 
Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 
(“Act”), designating section 6(b) thereof 
and Rule 50 thereunder as applicable 
to the proposed transactions which are 
summarized as follows: 

SEGCO proposes to issue and sell, sub¬ 
ject to the competitive bidding require¬ 
ments of Rule 50 under the Act, 
$40,000,000 principal amount of First 
Mortgage Bonds, — percent Series of 


1960, due 1992. The interest rate (to 
be a multiple.of Ve of 1 percent) and the 
price to be paid SEGCO (to be not less 
than 99 percent nor more than 102% 
percent of the principal amount thereof 
and accrued interest) will be determined 
by the competitive bidding. The bonds 
will be issued under the Indenture dated 
as of June 1, 1959, between SEGCO and 
The First National City Bank of New 
York, as Trustee, as supplemented by a 
Supplemental Indenture to be dated as 
of June 1, 1960. The proposed bonds 
will rank equally as to security with all 
other bonds issued under the indenture 
and will, in the opinion of SEGCO’s 
counsel, be a direct lien on substantially 
all of SEGCO’s fixed property and fran¬ 
chises, with certain contingent excep¬ 
tions. The bonds will also be secured by 
an agreement dated as of January 27, 

1959, (“power contract”) between 
SEGCO, Alabama, and Georgia pursuant 
to which Alabama and Georgia each 
agrees, among other things, to purchase 
one-half of the electric capacity avail¬ 
able from SEGCO and to make payments 
therefor to SEGCO in amounts sufficient 
to meet all of its costs, expenses and 
taxes, including a 6 percent return on 
the net investment in plant. 

SEGCO proposes to deposit the pro¬ 
ceeds from the present sale of bonds in 
a construction fund provided for under 
the mortgage and to withdraw such 
funds for the payment of $27,000,000 of 
outstanding short-term notes incurred 
on account of the cost of acquisition or 
construction and completion of the 
SEGCO No. 1 steam plant, and against 
expenditures made and obligations in¬ 
curred for such purposes. It is stated 
in the application that the first unit of 
this plant will be in commercial opera¬ 
tion in April of 1960, the second in July 
of 1960, the third in the summer of 1961 
and the fourth in the summer of 1962. 
It is estimated that the proceeds from 
the proposed sale of bonds, together with 
$16,000,000 received by SEGCO in May 

1960, from the sale of shares of its com¬ 
mon stock to Alabama and Georgia, will 
be sufficient to finance construction ex¬ 
penditures of SEGCO during 1960, ex¬ 
cept for short-term bank borrowings of 
$20,000,000 during the last five months 
of the year. 

The fees and expenses to be incurred 
in connection with the proposed issuance 
of bonds are estimated to aggregate 
$175,920, including Federal issue tax of 
$44,000, Alabama mortgage privilege tax 
of $60,000, printing expenses, etc., of 
$8,000, company counsel fees of $20,000, 
accountant’s fee of $6,500, mortgage re¬ 
cording fees of $300, trustees’ fees (in¬ 
cluding counsel) of $14,000, system 
service company costs of $ 8 , 000 , ana 
miscellaneous expenses of $3,000. The 
fee of counsel for the underwriters, 
which is estimated at $15,000, is to be 
paid by the purchasers. 

According to the filing the Alabaffi 
Public Service Commission has jurisdic¬ 
tion over the proposed issuance and sa^ 
of the bonds and a copy of the order 
that commission expressly authorize 
the bonds is to be supplied by * men 
ment and the proposed transactions 
not subject to the jurisdiction of 
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State or Federal commission other than 

this Commission. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than May 
24, 1960, request in writing that a hear¬ 
ing be held in respect of such matters, 
stating the nature of his interest, the 
reasons for such request, and the is¬ 
sues of fact or law raised by the appli¬ 
cation which he desires to controvert; 
or he may request that he be notified 
should the Commission order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be 
addressed : Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington 25, 
D.C. At any time after said date the 
application, as filed, or as it may be 
hereafter amended, may be granted as 
provided by Rule 23 promulgated under 
the Act, or the Commission may grant 
exemption from its rules under the Act 
as provided by Rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof, or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4465; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:47 a.m.j 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 323J 

motor carrier applications and 

CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 


May 13,1960. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice includ¬ 
ing special rules (49 CFR 1.241) govern¬ 
ing notice of filing of applications by 
motor carriers of property or passengers 
or brokers under sections 206, 209 and 
<*11 of the Interstate Commerce Act and 
thereto ° ther proceed i n ^ s with respect 

All hearings will be called at 9:30 
o clock a.m M United States standard time 
or 9:30 o’clock a.m., local daylight sav- 
ng time), unless otherwise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hear¬ 
ing or Pre-Hearing Conference 


motor carriers of property 

IQRa 0, 200 (Sul> No * 204) » filed May 
mn Applicant: Riss & COMPAQ 
and Burlington, North Karn 

MonH^o^ Applicant,s attorney: Ivan 
Moody 9th and Burlington, North Ka 

erqfo lty ’ M °* Au thority sought to c 
vphinio 8 ^ a common carrier, by mol 
i nCT . J?’ ove] : re sular routes, transpo: 
ci \^ ene \ al comm odities, except th( 
PIoSvp^ 1 Value ’ Classes A and B e 
t^ Pnt h ° USehold g00ds as defined 
comm!?? 1881011 ' commodities in bu 
and®?* reqidrin £ special equi 
hawtn d fi hos f m j ur i°us or contan 
site of th^ er i lading ’ serving the pla 
cated at^ 384 Ri e -pr ey "Company, ] 
of Huron tv 81 I ?P ron River Drive, corn 
in Romnin 1 /^ Drive and Northline Ro 
Romulus Township, Wayne Coun 

No. 97_6 


Mich., as an off-route point in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations to and from Detroit, Mich. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Charles Jr Murphy. 

No. MC 2202 (Sub No. 186), filed April 
15, 1960. Applicant: ROADWAY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 147 Park Street, Akron, 
Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: William O. 
Turney, 2001 Massachusetts Avenue 
NW., Washington 6, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, serv¬ 
ing the plant site of Carlon Products 
Corp., near Aurora, Ohio, as an off-route 
point, in connection with applicant’s 
authorized regular route operations to 
and from Cleveland, Ohio. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: July 13, 1960, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 117. 

No. MC 2392 (Sub No. 20), filed May 2, 
1960. Applicant: WHEELER TRANS¬ 
PORT SERVICE, INC., Genoa, Nebr. 
Applicant’s attorney: C. J. Burrill, 904 
City National Bank Building, Omaha 2, 
Nebr. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
and damaged or rejected shipments, be¬ 
tween points in Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, the Upper Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, in Room 
401, Old Federal Office Building, Fifth 
and Court Avenues, Des Moines, Iowa, 
before Examiner Maurice S. Bush. 

No. MC 3018 (Sub No. 6), filed April 
18, 1960. Applicant: McKEOWN 

TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a Cor¬ 
poration, 1423 West 59th Street, Chicago 
36, Ill. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Com¬ 
pressed and liquid acetylene, argon, ni¬ 
trogen and hydrogen gases, in cylinders, 
from East Chicago and Hammond, Ind., 
to Jacksonville, Ill., and Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities, used in trans¬ 
porting the above-described commodities 
on return: 

Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
erations will be under a continuing contract 
with Linde Company, a division of Union 
Carbide Corporation. 

HEARING: July 15, 1960, at the Pick- 
Congress Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before 
Joint Board No. 53. 

No. MC 4405 (Sub No. 355), filed 
April 7, 1960. Applicant: DEALERS 
TRANSIT, INC., 13101 South Torrence 
Avenue, Chicago 33, Ill. Applicant’s 
attorney: James W. Wrape, 1624 Eye 
Street, NW., Washington 6, D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Trailers, Semi¬ 


trailers, Trailer Chassis and Semi- 
Trailer Chassis, other than those 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto¬ 
mobiles, in initial truckaway service, 
from Baton Rouge, La., to all points in 
the United States, including Alaska, but 
excluding Hawaii. 

HEARING: July 29, 1960, at the Lou¬ 
isiana Public Service Commission, Baton 
Rouge, La., before Examiner Jerry F. 
Laughlin. 

No. MC 14252 (Sub No. 13), filed April 
1, 1960. Applicant: COMMERCIAL 

MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 525 Cleve¬ 
land Avenue, Columbus 3, Ohio. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities, except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir¬ 
ing special equipment, (a) between 
Granville, Ohio and Junction Ohio High¬ 
way 37 and U.S. Highway 40, over Ohio 
Highway 37, (b) between Medina, Ohio 
and Akron, Ohio over Ohio Highway 18, 
(c) between Ashland, Ohio and Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 224 and U.S. Highway 
250, over U.S. Highway 250, (d) between 
West Jefferson, Ohio, and Plain City, 
Ohio, over county road, (e) between 
Harrisville, Ohio, and Junction U.S. 
Highway 250 and Ohio Highway 76, over 
U.S. Highway 250, (f) between junction 
U.S. Highway 40 (west of Springfield, 
Ohio) and County Road, Via Medway, 
over County Road to junction Ohio 
Highway 69, (g) between Washington 
Court House, Ohio, and Greenfield, Ohio, 
over Ohio Highway 70, (h) between Dub¬ 
lin, Ohio, and Junction U.S. Highway 42 
and Ohio Highway 745, over Ohio High¬ 
way 745, (i) between Junction Ohio 
Highway 8 and U.S. Highway 224 and 
Junction Ohio Highway 7 and U.S. High¬ 
way 224, over U.S. Highway 224, and (j) 
between Massillon, Ohio, and Junction 
U.S. Highway 224 west of Barberton and 
U.S. Highway 21, over U.S. Highway 21, 
as alternate routes for operating con¬ 
venience only, serving no intermediate 
points, in connection with applicant’s 
authorized regular route operations. 

HEARING^: July 12, 1960, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 117. 

No. MC 14252 (Sub No. 14), filed April 
1, 1960. Applicant: COMMERCIAL 

MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 525 Cleveland 
Avenue, Columbus 3, Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Class A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
between Zanesville, Ohio, and Wheeling, 
W. Va.: from Zanesville over U.S. High¬ 
way 40 to Wheeling, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points, as an alternate route for operat¬ 
ing convenience only in connection with 
applicant’s authorized regular route 
operations. 

HEARING: July 11, 1960, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Joint Board No. 61. 
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No. MC 14252 (Sub No. 15), filed April 
1, 1960. Applicant: COMMERCIAL 

MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 525 Cleveland 
Avenue, Columbus 3, Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Class A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
between Cleveland, Ohio, and Stow, 
Ohio: from Cleveland over Ohio Highway 
14 to Twinsburg, and thence over Ohio 
Highway 91 to Stow, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed appli¬ 
cation is to remove the restriction against 
service on Ohio Highways 14 and 91 inter¬ 
mediate to Cleveland and Stow. 

HEARING: July 11, 1960, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Joint Board No. 117. 

No. MC 14252 (Sub No. 16), filed April 
6,1960. Applicant: COMMERCIAL MO¬ 
TOR FREIGHT, INC., 525 Cleveland 
Avenue, Columbus 3, Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value. Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, between Zanesville, Ohio, 
and the plant site of the General Elec¬ 
tric Company; as follows, from Zanes¬ 
ville, Ohio over U.S. Highway 40 to 
junction of U.S. Highway 40 and County 
Road 55, thence north on County Road 
55 to the plant site of General Electric 
Company, and return over the same 
routes, serving no intermediate points. 

HEARING: July 12, 1960, at the New 
Post Office Building, Columbus, Ohio, 
before Joint Board No. 117. 

No. MC 19778 (Sub No. 34), filed April 
7, 1960. Applicant: CHICAGO, MIL¬ 
WAUKEE, ST. PAUL AND PACIFIC 
RAILROAD COMPANY, a Corporation, 
516 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago 6, 
Ill. Applicant’s attorney: Robert F. 
Munsell, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul 
and Pacific Railroad Company, 888-516 
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago 6, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities, including articles of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and those requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment, but excluding household 
goods as defined by the Commission, (1) 
between Wabasha, Minn., and Menom- 
onie, Wis., from Wabasha over Minne¬ 
sota Highway 60 to the Minnesota-Wis- 
consin State line, thence over Wisconsin 
Highway 25 to Menomonie; and (2) be¬ 
tween Durand, Wis., and Chippewa Falls, 
Wis., from Durand over Wisconsin High¬ 
way 85 to Eau Claire, Wis., thence over 
U.S. Highway 53 to Chippewa Falls, and 
return over the above two routes, serv¬ 
ing the intermediate points of Durand, 
Downsville, Caryville, Eau Claire, and 
Presto, Wis., which are points on appli¬ 
cant’s rail line, and the off-route points 
of Trevino, Maxwell, Dunnville, Red Ce¬ 
dar, and Meridean, Wis.; AND OVER 


THE FOLLOWING ALTERNATE 
ROUTES, in the transportation of the 
above-specified commodities, (A) be¬ 
tween Chippewa Falls, Wis., and Menom¬ 
onie, Wis., over Wisconsin Highway 29, 
serving no intermediate points, as an al¬ 
ternate route for operating convenience 
only in connection with applicant’s au¬ 
thorized and pending regular route op¬ 
erations; (B) between Minneapolis, 
Minn., and Eau Claire, Wis., from Min¬ 
neapolis over U.S. Highway 12 to junc¬ 
tion Interstate Highway 94 near Hudson, 
Wis., thence over Interstate Highway 
94 to junction U.S. Highway 12 near Eau 
Claire, thence over U.S. Highway 12 to 
Eau Claire, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points, as 
an alternate route for operating con¬ 
venience only in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s authorized and pending regular 
route operations; and (C) between Eau 
Claire, Wis., and LaCrosse, Wis., over 
U.S. Highway 53, serving no intermedi¬ 
ate points, as an alternate route for 
operating convenience only in connec¬ 
tion with applicant’s authorized and 
pending regular route operations. 

Note: Duplication with present authority 
to be eliminated. 

HEARING: July 27,1960, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
South and Third, Minneapolis, Minn., 
before Joint Board No. 142. 

No. MC 28132 (Sub No. 54), filed April 
4, 1960. Applicant: HVIDSTEN 

TRANSPORT, INC., 2821 Main Avenue, 
Fargo, N. Dak. Applicant’s attorney: 
Alan Foss, First National Bank Building, 
Fargo, N. Dak. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Petroleum and petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Mandan, N. 
Dak., and points within 10 miles thereof, 
to points in Minnesota. 

HEARING: July 29, 1960, in Room 
926, Metropolitan Building, Second Ave¬ 
nue, South and Third, Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Joint Board No. 24. 

No. MC 38383 (Sub No. 10), filed May 
6, 1960. Applicant: GLENN CARTAGE 
CO., 1151 South Sate Street, Girard, 
Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: William B. 
Elmer, 1800 Buhl Building, Detroit 26, 
Mich. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular.routes, transporting: (1) Steel, 
steel products and machinei'y, (2) Paper 
and paper products, and (3) Building 
material, from the site of the Kelsey- 
Hayes Co., plant located at the intersec¬ 
tion of North Line Road and Huron 
River Drive, Romulus Township, Wayne 
County, Mich., to points in Michigan, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, West 
Virginia, and points in Kentucky within 
five (5) miles of the Ohio River. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Examiner 
Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 40857 (Sub No. 7), filed May 
4, 1960. Applicant: SHORT LINE EX¬ 
PRESS COMPANY, INC., 3107 South 
Main Street, South Bend, Ind. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Ferdinand Born, 1017- 
19 Chamber of Commerce Building, In¬ 
dianapolis 4, Ind. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 


ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value. Class A and B explo¬ 
sives, livestock* household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment, and those injurious or con¬ 
taminating to other lading, serving the 
site of the B. F. Goodrich Tire Company 
plant, located in Milan Township, Allen 
County, Ind., approximately 11 to 13 air¬ 
line miles from the City limits of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., on U.S. Highway 24 between 
County Roads Webster and Garver, as an 
offroute point in connection with appli¬ 
cant’s authorized regular route opera¬ 
tions to and from Fort Wayne, Ind. 

HEARING: June 13, 1960, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Joint Board No. 72, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 41984 (Sub No. 17), filed April 
29, 1960. Applicant: BLANTON 

TRUCKING COMPANY, INCORPO¬ 
RATED, Milford, Va. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Thomas F. Kilroy, 1000 Con¬ 
necticut Avenue NW., Suite 610, 
Washington 6, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept articles of unusual value or size, 
livestock, Classes A and B explosives, in¬ 
flammables, commodities in bulk other 
than fertilizer, and household goods as 
defined by the Commission, between 
points in Henrico, Chesterfield, Dinwid- 
die, Prince George, Sussex, and Greens¬ 
ville Counties, Va., and points in Halifax, 
Warren, Franklin, Nash, Edgecombe, 
Martin, Bertie, and Northampton Coun¬ 
ties, N.C. 

HEARING: June 27, 1960, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Richmond, Va., before 
Joint Board No. 7. 

No. MC 43442 (Sub No. 13), filed May 
2, 1960. Applicant: TRANSPORTA¬ 

TION SERVICE, INC., 1946 Bagley 
Avenue, Detroit 16, Mich. Applicant’s 
attorney: John Graham (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
serving the plant site of the Kelsey- 
Hayes Company, located at the inter¬ 
section of Northline Road and Huron 
River Drive, Romulus Township, Wayne 
County, Mich., as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s authorized 
regular route operations between De¬ 
troit, Mich., and points in Michigan and 
Ohio. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 47898 (Sub No. 1), filed Apru 
4, 1960. Applicant: CLARK CARTAG 
CO., INC., 1949 Van Deuren Street, 
Green Bay, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: 
Edward A. Solie, 1 South Pinckney 
Street, Madison 3, Wis. Autboii 
sought to operate as a common cam , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular rou 
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transporting: Liquid provane gas, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Kankakee, 
Ill., and points within five miles thereof, 
to points in Brown, Fond du Lac, Lang¬ 
lade, Marathon, Oneida, and Outagamie 
Counties, Wis. 

HEARING: July 20, 1960, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, 
Madison, Wis., before Joint Board No. 

13. 

No. MC 50201 (Sub No. 17) filed May 
6,1960. Applicant: DOUGLAS TRUCK¬ 
INGLINES, INC., 1011 East Main Street, 
Owosso, Mich. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, commodities in bulk, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, and 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, and those injurious or contami¬ 
nating to other lading, serving the site 
of the Kelsey-Hayes Company plant lo¬ 
cated at the intersection of North Line 
Road and Huron River Drive, Romulus 
Township, Wayne County, Mich., as an 
off-route point in connection with car¬ 
rier’s regular route operations to and 
from Detroit, Mich., and the commercial 
zone thereof. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 50544 (Sub No. 43), filed April 
18, 1960. Applicant: THE TEXAS AND 
PACIFIC MOTOR TRANSPORT COM¬ 
PANY, a Corporation, 1025 Elm Street, 
Dallas 2, Tex. Applicant’s attorney: 
Claude R. Wilson, Jr., The Texas and 
Pacific Railway Company Law Depart¬ 
ment, Dallas 2, Tex. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities ( without ex¬ 
ceptions) between junction Louisiana 
Highways 1 and 970, also junction Loui¬ 
siana Highways 1 and 418 and construc¬ 
tion site of Old River Lock near Torras, 
rj;;. . as foll °ws: (a) From junction 
Louisiana Highways 1 and 970, over 
Louisiana Highway 970 to junction Loui- 
Highway 418, thence over Loui- 
418 to junction 
roac * leading to construe- 

noithw, 0 /°J d ^ iver Lock about 4/10 miles 
Torras ’ La -> thence over 
Old S? ber ? d road to construction site of 
of a vL 1 , V ? r 0 L ,? ck ’ a total highway distance 
sam P ™ ; 5 miles - and return °ver the 
At serving no intermediate 
HfehwnTO ^ From junction Louisiana 

SimZTA a I d 418 about 1 mile east of 
^mmesport La., over Louisiana Highway 

leadta-An 11 ™ 01 ! with unnum bered road 

Locket v tr -? Ctl ° n Site 0f ° ld River 

La /l01111168 northwest of Torras, 

const!?, pH e ov ? r unnumbered road to 
toSm* Slte of old River Lock, a 
e ur? ghWay distance of miles, and 
tl16 same route, serving no 

rout e r D rnn (<5> T ° *"*"6 th6 

combinnf- POSed ln (a) and (b > above in 
££*£*«* one mother, for in- 
reaching operate over route (a) in 
River I Lt hC obstruction site of the Old 
hock and return over route (b), or 


to go to the said site over route (b) and 
return over route (a). 

Note: Applicant states it is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of the Texas and Pacific Railway 
Company. 

HEARING: July 29, 1960, at thq Loui¬ 
siana Public Service Commission, Baton 
Rouge, La., before Joint Board No. 164, 
or, if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner Jerry F. 
Laughlin. 

No. MC 52139 (Sub No. 5), filed March 
30, 1960. Applicant: CHICAGO, MICH¬ 
IGAN & EASTERN FREIGHT LINES, 
INC., 3029 East 92d Street, Chicago, 
Ill. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Aluminum siding, parts, accessories 
and materials used in the installa¬ 
tion thereof, and damaged and rejected 
shipments of the above-specified com¬ 
modities, between Chicago Heights, Ill., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Michigan, except Detroit, on 
and south of a line beginning at Luding- 
ton, Mich., and extending along U.S. 
Highway 10 to junction Michigan High¬ 
way 20, thence along Michigan Highway 
20 to Bay City, Mich., thence along Sagi¬ 
naw Bay to U.S. Highway 25, thence 
along U.S. Highway 25 to Port Huron, 
Mich. 

HEARING: July 14, 1960, at the Pick- 
Congress Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Joint 
Board No. 73. 

No. MC 52673 (Sub No. 11), filed April 
18, 1960. Applicant: FRED OLSON 

MOTOR SERVICE COMPANY, a Cor¬ 
poration, 1100 Bruce Street, Milwaukee, 
Wis. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Trans¬ 
missions and engine driving gear or 
steering gear parts, from Muncie, Ind., to 
Kenosha, Wis. Skids, pallets or empty 
containers or other such incidental facil¬ 
ities used in transporting the commodi¬ 
ties specified in this application, from 
Kenosha, Wis., to Muncie, Ind. 

HEARING: July 22, 1960, at the Hotel 
Schroeder, Milwaukee, Wis., before Joint 
Board No. 17. 

No. MC 55896 (Sub-No. 8) filed May 
6, 1960. Applicant: RAY WILLIAMS 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1750 Southfield, 
Lincoln Park, Mich. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting : General commodities, except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and 
B explosives, commodities in bulk, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, and commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment, and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading, serving 
the Kelsey-Hayes Company plant lo¬ 
cated at the intersection of North Line 
Road and Huron River Drive, Romulus 
Township, Wayne County, Mich., as an 
off-route point in connection with car¬ 
rier’s regular route operations to and 
from Detroit, Mich., and the commercial 
zone thereof. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 


No. MC 59852 (Sub No. 13) filed May 
5, 1960. Applicant: ALL STATES 

FREIGHT, INCORPORATED, 1250 
Kelly Avenue, Akron, Ohio. Applicant’s 
attorney: W. R. Hubbard, 1032 Standard 
Building, Cleveland 13, Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, livestock, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
liquid commodities in bulk, and those re¬ 
quiring special equipment, serving the 
plant site of the B. F. Goodrich Com¬ 
pany, located in Milan Township, Allen 
County, Ind., approximately 11 to 13 
miles from the city limits of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., on U.S. Highway 24 be¬ 
tween County Roads Webster and Gar- 
ver, as an off-route point in connection 
with applicant’s authorized regular 
route operations to and from Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 

HEARING: June 13, 1960, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Joint Board No. 72, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 67818 (Sub No. 66), filed May 
9, 1960. Applicant: MICHIGAN EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 505 Monroe Avenue N.W., 
Grand Rapids, Mich. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, Class A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk (not 
including metal products and scrap 
metals in bulk), and those requiring 
special equipment, serving the plant site 
of the Kelsey-Hayes Company, located 
at 38481 Huron River Drive, Romulus, 
Mich., as an off-route point in connection 
with applicant’s authorized operations. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint Board 
No. 76, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 69116 (Sub No. 52), filed 
April 22, 1960. Applicant: SPECTOR 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 3100 South 
Wolcott Avenue, Chicago 8, HI. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Jack Goodman, 39 South 
La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) General commodities, 
except those of unusual value, Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip¬ 
ment, between the site of the B. F. Good¬ 
rich Tire Co. plant located in Milan 
Township, Allen County, Ind. (approxi¬ 
mately 12 miles from the city limits of 
Fort Wayne, Ind.), on U.S. Highway 24 
between County Roads Webster and 
Garver, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, all termini, intermediate and off- 
route points authorized to be served by 
applicant Spector Freight System, Inc., 
pursuant to its Certificate No. MC 69116 
and Sub Numbers 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 
32, 33, 35, 36, 39, 40, 41, 43, 45, 47, and 48. 
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(2) General commodities, except those of 
unusual value, Classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, serv¬ 
ing the site of th B. F. Goodrich Tire Co. 
plant located in Milan Township, Allen 
County, Ind. (approximately 12 miles 
from Fort Wayne, Ind.) on U.S. Highway 
24 between County Roads Webster and 
Garver, as an off-route point in connec¬ 
tion with applicant’s authorized regular 
route operations to and from Fort 
Wayne, Ind. 

HEARING: June 13, 1960, in the U. S. 
Court Rooms, Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Joint Board No. 72, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 73262 (Sub No. 15) filed 
May 9, 1960. Applicant: MERCHANTS 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 1401 North 
13th Street, Terre Haute, Ind. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Howell Ellis, 111 Monu¬ 
ment Circle, Indianapolis 4, Ind. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commod¬ 
ities, except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, commodities 
in bulk, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, and commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment, and those in¬ 
jurious or contaminating to other lading, 
serving the Kelsey Hayes Co., Romulus 
Plant, located at the corner of Huron 
River Drive and Northline Road, Romu¬ 
lus Township, Mich., as an off-route 
point in connection with applicant’s 
presently authorized operations. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint 
Board No. 76, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 80428 (Sub No. 32) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed April 4, 1960, published Fed¬ 
eral Register issue of May 4, 1960. 
Applicant: McBRIDE TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION, INC., Main Street, Goshen, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorny: Martin Werner, 2 
West 45th Street, New York 36, N.Y. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flavoring syrup, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Long Island 
City, N.Y., to Auburn, Maine. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to show attorney’s correct address above. 
Previous publication incorrectly designated 
the street address. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned: June 
22, 1960, at 346 Broadway, New York, 
N.Y., before Examiner Edith H. Cockrill. 

No. MC 84739 (Sub No. 7), filed April 
8 , 1960. Applicant: SEVERSON 

TRANSPORT, INC., R. No. 1, Box 163, 
Edgerton, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: 
Adolph J. Bieberstein, 121 West Doty 
Street, Madison 3, Wis. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Specialty feeds, in bags, 
from Davenport, Iowa, to Madison, Wis. 

HEARING: July 15, 1960, at the Pick- 
Congress Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Joint 
Board No. 111. 

No. MC 95876 (Sub No. 19), filed April 
11, 1960. Applicant: Anderson Truck¬ 
ing Service, Inc., 203 Cooper Avenue 


North, St. Cloud, Minn. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Donald A. Morken, 1100 First 
National Soo Line Building, Minneapolis 
2, Minn. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Granite, stone, marble and slate, and 
machinery, equipment, materials and 
supplies used in or in connection with the 
quarrying, fabricating and finishing of 
monumental and structural granite, 
stone, marble and slate, between points 
in Minnesota. 

Note: Applicant also seeks the right to 
use any point in Minnesota as an alternate 
gateway to other authorized authority to or 
from Minnesota. 

HEARING: July 26, 1960, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
South and Third, Minneapolis, Minn., 
before Joint Board No. 145. 

No. MC 101075 (Sub No. 60) (Amend¬ 
ment), filed May 2, 1960, published in 
the May 11, 1960 issue of the Federal 
Register. Applicant: TRANSPORT, 
INC., 1215 Center Avenue, Moorhead, 
Minn. Applicant’s attorney: Val M. Hig¬ 
gins, 1100 First National-Soo Line 
Building, Minneapolis 2, Minn. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, and rejected shipments of the 
above commodities, between points in 
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Upper Peninsula of Michigan, 
and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned, June 
20, 1960, in Room 401, Old Federal Office 
Building, Fifth and Court Avenues, Des 
Moines, Iowa, before Examiner Maurice 
S. Bush. 

No. MC 102567 (Sub No. 77), filed April 
14, 1960. Applicant: EARL CLARENCE 
GIBBON, doing business as EARL GIB¬ 
BON PETROLEUM TRANSPORT, 235 
Benton Road, Bossier City, La. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Jo E. Shaw, Bettes 
Building, Houston, Tex. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum and petroleum 
products, including but not limited to 
those named in Appendix XIII to De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 
61 M.C.C. 209, except liquefied petroleum 
gases, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in Calcasieu Parish, La., to points 
in Texas on and east of U.S. Highway 77. 

Note: Applicant states no duplication of 
existing authority is sought. 

HEARING: July 18, 1960, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 600 South Street, 
New Orleans, La., before Joint Board No. 
32, or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner Jerry F. 
Laughlin. 

No. MC 103654 (Sub No. 53) (Amend¬ 
ment), filed April 18, 1960, published in 
the May 4, 1960 issue of the Federal 
Register . Applicant: S C HI R M E R 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
649 Pelham Boulevard, St. Paul, Minn. 
Applicant’s attorney: Donald A. Morken, 
1100 First National-Soo Line Building, 
Minneapolis 2, Minn. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 


vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum and petroleum products, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, and rejected 
shipments of the commodities specified, 
between points in Illinois, Iowa, Minne¬ 
sota, Kansas, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Missouri. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned, June 
20, 1960, in Room 401, Old Federal Office 
Building, Fifth and Court Avenues, Des 
Moines, Iowa, before Examiner Maurice 
S. Bush. 

No. MC 104004 (Sub No. 1491, filed 
April 29, 1960. Applicant: ASSOCI¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT, INC., 380 Madison 
Avenue, New York 17, N.Y. Applicant’s 
Representative: C. J. Braun, Jr. (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, livestock, Classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, and those injurious or contaminat¬ 
ing to other lading, serving Greencastle, 
Pa., as an intermediate point in con¬ 
nection with applicant’s authorized 
regular route operations between Knox¬ 
ville, Tenn., and New York, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant has authority to serve 
Greencastle, Pa., but is restricted to pickup 
southbound and delivery northbound only. 
The purpose of the instant application is to 
serve Greencastle, Pa., unrestricted. 

HEARING: June 16, 1960, at the Penn 
Sherwood Hotel, 3900 Chestnut Street, 
Philadelphia, Pa., before Examiner 
Edith H. Cockrill. 

No. MC 104128 (Sub No. 83) (Amend¬ 
ment), filed March 25, 1960, published 
in April 27, 1960 issue of Federal Reg¬ 
ister. Applicant: CAMPBELL’S SERV¬ 
ICE, a Corporation, 2720 River Avenue, 
South San Gabriel, Calif. Applicant’s 
attorney: R. Y. Schureman, 639 South 
Spring Street, Los Angeles 14, Calif. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Campers and camv 
coaches, in truckaway service, from 
points in California, to points in Ar¬ 
kansas, Florida, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Okla¬ 
homa, South Dakota, Wisconsin, Wash¬ 
ington, and Wyoming. 

HEARING: Postponed to June 20, I960, 
at the Federal Building, Los Angeles, 
Calif., before Examiner F. Roy Linn. 

No. MC 106117 (Sub No. 5), filed May 
2, 1960. Applicant: RUMPF TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 424 South Maumee Street, 
Tecumseh, Mich. Applicant’s attorney. 
Rex Eames, 1800 Buhl Building, Detroit 
26, Mich. Authority sought to operas 
as a common carrier, by motor 
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen ~ 
eral commodities, except those of ui - 
usual value, Classes A and B explosive , 
commodities in bulk, commodities i - 
quiring special equipment, and houseno 
goods as defined by the Commissi > 
serving the plant site of Kelsey-Haj 
Company, located at the intersection 
North Line Road and Huron River Dii » 
Romulus Township, Wayne Co u » 
Mich., as an off-route point in com 
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tion with carrier’s regular route opera¬ 
tions to and from Ypsilanti, Mich. 

HEARING : June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint Board 
No. 76, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub No. 156), filed 
May 2, 1980. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1916 North 
Sheridan Road, Tulsa, Okla. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Boats not exceeding 20 
feet in length, from points in Maryland 
to all points in the United States, and 
damaged or refused shipments of boats, 
returned to shipper. 

HEARING: June 23, 1960, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer James H. Gaffney. 

No. MC 107002 (Sub No. 152), filed 
April 15,1960. Applicant: W. M. CHAM¬ 
BERS TRUCK LINE, INC., 920 Louisi¬ 
ana Boulevard (P.O. Box 547), Kenner, 
La. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Corn syr¬ 
up and liquid sugar, and blends of corn 
syrup and liquid sugar, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in Jefferson County, 
Ala., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
Tennessee. 

HEARING: July 18, 1960, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 600 South Street, 
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Jerry 
F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 107496 (Sub No. 157), filed 
March 21, 1960. Applicant: RUAN 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 408 
Southeast 30th Street, Des Moines, Iowa. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Superior, Wis., to points 
in Minnesota. 

Note: Duplication with present authority 
to be eliminated. 


\/i EAR I.NG: July 29,1960, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
^outh and Third, Minneapolis, Minn., 
Delore Joint Board No. 142. 

No. MC 108449 (Sub No. 101), filed 
2i' 1960 - Applicant: INDIANHEAD 
£ INE ’ INC ” 1947 West County 
ad C, St. Paul 13, Minn. Applicant’s 
attorney: Glenn W. Stephens, 121 West 
Madison 3, Wis. Authority 
hv ™ 4 - to ope ? ate as a common carrier, 
y motor vehid®, over irregular routes, 
Petrole um and petroleum 
Producfs, m bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Penor, Wis., to points in Minnesota. 

aSEL Coi J lr ^ on control may be involved. 

Met July 29 > 1960 > in Room 92 6, 
Soufh P a ll !? 1 Li? uilding ’ Second Avenue 
S f” d .I hlrd ’ Minneapolis, Minn., 

°«ore Jo >nt Board No. 142. 

2 196n M< A 10 ?- 450 (Sub No - 2) - filed M^ 
dot°h„ ApPllCant: ALBERT E. PIRTLE, 

as HUB cartage com: 

Applicant 5? ctnc ' Lincoln Park, Mich. 
PPUcants attorney: William B. Elmer, 


1800 Buhl Building, Detroit 26, Mich. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties, except those of unusual value. 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined in Practices of Motor 
Common Carriers of Household Goods, 
17 M.C.C. 467, commodities in bulk, com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment, 
and those injurious or contaminating to 
other lading, serving the plant site of 
Kelsey-Hayes Company, located at the 
intersection of North Line Road and 
Huron River Drive, Romulus Township, 
Wayne County, Mich., as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier’s reg¬ 
ular route operations to and from De¬ 
troit, Mich., and the Commercial Zone 
thereof. 

HEARING: June 20, 1960, at the Olds 
Hotel, Lansing, Mich., before Joint Board 
No. 78, or, if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Charles J. Murphy. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub No. 416) filed 
April 29, 1960. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 520 East Lancaster 
Avenue, Downingtown, Pa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, Mun- 
sey Building, Washington 4, D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Plastic materials, 
dry, in bulk, in trailer vehicles, and re¬ 
jected shipments of plastic materials, 
between Springfield, Mass., Roanoke, 
Va., and Addyston, Ohio. 

HEARING: June 24, 1960, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner John B. Mealy. 

No. MC 111159 (Sub No. 102), filed 
December 23, 1959. Applicant: MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS, LTD., a Corporation, 
Highway 80 West, P.O. Box 1123, Jack- 
son, Miss. Applicant’s attorney: Phineas 
Stevens, 700 Petroleum Building, P.O. 
Box 141, Jackson, Miss. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Cement, from the site of 
the Marquette Cement Manufacturing 
Company plant, at or near Brandon, 
Miss., to points in Arkansas, Louisiana, 
and Mississippi. Applicant is authorized 
to conduct operations in Alabama, Ar¬ 
kansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, and Tennessee. 

Note: Any duplication with present au¬ 
thority to be eliminated. 

HEARING: July 13, 1960, at the Rob¬ 
ert E. Lee Hotel, Jackson, Miss., before 
Examiner Jerry F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 112223 (Sub No. 49), filed 
March 25, 1960. Applicant: QUICKIE 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, 1121 South 
Seventh Street, Minneapolis 4, Minn. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Coal and Coke, 
between points in Minnesota, and empty 
containers or other such incidental fa¬ 
cilities (not specified) used in transport¬ 
ing the commodities specified in this 
application. 

HEARING: July 25, 1960, in Room 
926, Metropolitan Building, Second Av¬ 
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enue South and Third, Minneapolis, 
Minn., before Joint Board No. 145. 

No. MC 112474 (Sub No. 4), filed April 
29,1960. Applicant: WALTER ROWAN, 
Allen Street Extension, P.O. Box 502, 
Jamestown, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
William C. Arrison, Bank of Jamestown 
Building, Jamestown, N.Y. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Salt, from points in Liv¬ 
ingston County, N.Y., to points in Erie, 
Crawford, Mercer, Venango, Warren, 
McKean, and Potter Counties, Pa. 

Note: Applicant has authority under 
Certificate No. MC 112474 which provides 
for the transportation of salt, in bulk, in 
dump vehicles, over irregular routes, from 
and to the above-specified points. Appli¬ 
cant states this application is submitted 
solely for the purpose of removing from Cer¬ 
tificate No. MC 112474 the restrictive words 
“in bulk, in dump vehicles,”, and in the event 
the instant application in its entirety, is 
granted, applicant will consent to revoca¬ 
tion of Certificate No. MC 112474 since it is 
not intended that there be duplicating 
authority. 

HEARING: June 24, 1960, at the 
Hotel Buffalo, Washington and Swan 
Streets, Buffalo, N.Y. before Examiner 
Annin G. Clement. 

No. MC 112486 (Sub No. 3), filed April 
4, 1960. Applicant: LEO STERNWEIS, 
Route 1, Marshfield, Wis. Applicant’s 
attorney: Edward A. Solie, 1 South 
Pinckney Street, Madison 3, Wis. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Malt beverages, 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Stratford, Wis¬ 
consin Rapids, and Stevens Point, Wis., 
and empty containers or other such 
incidental facilities (not specified) used 
in transporting the above-described 
commodities on return. 

HEARING: July 19, 1960, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, Madi¬ 
son, Wis., before Joint Board No. 194. 

No. MC 112497 (Sub No. 159), filed 
April 18, 1960. Applicant: HEARIN 
TANK LINES, INC., 8440 Rawlins 
Street, Baton Rouge, La. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle over irregular routes, 
transporting: Naval stores and products 
and derivatives thereof, including tall 
oil, tall oil products and chemicals, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Hattiesburg, 
Miss., to points in Alabama, Georgia, 
Florida, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana. 

HEARING: July 26, 1960, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 600 South Street, 
New Orleans, La., before Examiner 
Jerry F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 113666 (Sub No. 3), filed 
April 25, 1960. Applicant: FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT, INC., Box 215, Freeport, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Arthur J. 
Diskin, 302 Frick Building, Pittsburgh 19, 
Pa. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Refrac¬ 
tory products, brick, tile, and sewer 
pipe, from points in East Deer Town¬ 
ship, and the Borough of Tarentum, 
both in Allegheny County, Pa., and Por¬ 
ter Township, Clarion County, Pa., to 
points in Ohio, Michigan, West Virginia, 
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Virginia, Maryland, New York, New Jer¬ 
sey, Delaware, Rhode Island, Connecti¬ 
cut, Massachusetts, Indiana, Illinois, 
Kansas, Missouri, Kentucky, Wisconsin, 
and the District of Columbia, and sand, 
silica, clay, and other materials used in 
the production of refractory products, 
and empty containers used in transport¬ 
ing the above-specified commodities, on 
return movements. 

HEARING: June 21, 1960, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 113666 (Sub No. 4), filed 
April 25, 1960. Applicant: FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT, INC., Box 215, Freeport, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Arthur J. 
Diskin, 302 Frick Building, Pittsburgh 19, 
Pa. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Refrac¬ 
tory products, "brick, tile, and sewer 
pipe, from points in Armstrong County, 
Pa., to points in Indiana, Illinois, Ken¬ 
tucky, Kansas, Missouri, and Wisconsin, 
and sand, silica, clay, and other materi¬ 
als used in the production of refractory 
products, and empty containers used in 
transporting the above-specified com¬ 
modities, on return movements. 

HEARING: June 22, 1960 at the 

Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 113779 (Sub No. 121), filed 
April 11, 1960. Applicant: YORK IN¬ 
TERSTATE TRUCKING, INC., 9020 La 
Porte Expressway, P.O. Box 12385, Hous¬ 
ton 17, Tex. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Chemicals, dry, in bulk, in special¬ 
ized equipment, between points in Texas, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Loui¬ 
siana, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, and 
Florida. 

HEARING: June 16, I960, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, Franklin and 
Fannin Street, Houston, Tex., before 
Examiner Frank R. Saltzman. 

No. MC 116119 (Sub No. 5), filed April 
25, 1960. Applicant: JOHN F. HARRIS, 
doing business as HOGAN’S TRANSFER 
& STORAGE COMPANY, 7 Third Street, 
Elkins, W. Va. Applicant’s attorney: 
Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, Munsey Building, 
Washington 4, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Malt beverages, in containers, from 
Pittsburgh, Pa., to Elkins, W. Va., and 
empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities used in transporting the 
above-described commodities on return. 

Note: Applicant holds common carrier au¬ 
thority in permit No. MC 106002 and Subs 
thereunder. Dual operations under section 
210 may be involved. 

HEARING: June 23, 1960, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner A. Lane Cricher. 

No. MC 116339 (Sub No. 4), filed April 
29, 1960. Applicant: J & M ENTER¬ 
PRISES, INC., 1650 New Tampa High¬ 
way (P.O. Box 415), Lakeland, Fla. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney M. Craig Massey, 
Suite G, Cochrane Annex, 208 South 
Tennessee Avenue, Lakeland, Fla. Au¬ 


thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Salt and pepper, 
from Hutchinson, Kans., Winnfield and 
New Iberia, La., to points in Alabama, 
Georgia, and Florida. 

HEARING: July 27, 1960, at the Fed¬ 
eral, Office Building, 600 South Street, 
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Jerry 
F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 117401 (Sub No. 1), filed May 9, 
1960. Applicant: HANSEN BROS. ELE¬ 
VATOR CO., 104 East Railroad Street, 
Storm Lake, Iowa. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William A. Landau, 1307 East 
Walnut, Des Moines 16, Iowa. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pebble lime, in bulk, from 
Duluth, Minn., and Superior, Wis., to 
points in Iowa (except Storm Lake and 
Holstein), Nebraska (except Nebraska 
City), and points in South Dakota south 
of U.S. Highway 16. 

HEARING: June 21, 196(5, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Leo A. Riegel. 

No. MC 117439 (Sub No. 5), filed April 
8, 1960. Applicant: BULK TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 1007 Louisiana National 
Bank Building, Baton Rouge, La. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Harold R. Ainsworth, 
2307 American Bank Building, New Or¬ 
leans, La. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ce¬ 
ment, in bulk, in packages and bags, from 
Demopolis, and Birmingham, Ala., to 
points in Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Tennessee, and rejected 
shipments on return. 

HEARING: July 20, 1960, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 600 South Street, 
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Jerry 
F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 117592 (Sub No. 1) (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed April 1,1960, published in the 
May 4, 1960, issue of the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. Applicant: GERALD L. KRAMER, 
Route No. 4, Quakertown, Pa. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: William J. Wilcox, 624 
Commonwealth Building, Allentown, Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Cinders, 
from points in Northampton County, Pa., 
to points in New Jersey and points in 
New York, Bronx, Kings, Queens, Rich¬ 
mond, Nassau, and Westchester Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to correctly reflect the authority sought 
as to points in Northampton County, Pa., 
indicated in error in previous publication as 
restricted to Northampton, Pa. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned: June 
14, 1960, at the Penn Sherwood Hotel, 
3900 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa., 
before Examiner Edith H. Cockrill. 

No. MC 118159 (Sub No. 3), filed April 
29, 1960. Applicant: EVERETT LOW- 
RANCE, 101 Airline Highway, New Or¬ 
leans, La. Applicant’s attorney: Harold 
R. Ainsworth, 2307 American Bank 
Building, New Orleans 12, La. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wheat bran, wheat shorts, 
alfalfa meal and alfalfa pellets, in sacks 


or in bulk, from points in Kansas to 
points in Louisiana and Mississippi. 

HEARING: July 27, 1960, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 600 South Street, 
New Orleans, La., before Examiner Jerry 
F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 118362 (Sub No. 2) (REPUB- 
LICATTON), filed March 7, 1960, pub¬ 
lished in the April 20, 1960, issue of the 
Federal Register. Applicant: E. F. 
BUSHMAN, doing busines as SAWYER 
DRAY LINE, 341 North Third Avenue, 
Sturgeon Bay, Wis. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Robert R. Hendon, Investment 
Building, Washington 5, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Frozen fruits ; (2) 
frozen berries; (3) frozen fruit and 
berry concentrates, and fruit and berry 
juices, not frozen, but requiring refriger¬ 
ation; (5) canned fruits; (6) canned 
berries; (7) processed and manufactured 
products of fruits and berries ; and (8) 
fresh fruit, and fresh berries, when 
transported on the same vehicle, and at 
the same time with the nonfrozen com¬ 
modities described above, (A) between 
points in Brown, Door, and Kewaunee 
Counties, Wis., on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in Arkansas, Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois, 
Iowa, Indiana, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
New Mexico, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Dakota, 
Texas, Washington, and Wyoming. 

Note : The purpose of this republication is 
to eliminate item (B) published in the previ¬ 
ous publication. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned June 
20, 1960, at the New County Court House, 
Sturgeon Bay, Wis., before Examiner 
Michael B. Driscoll. 

No. MC 119163 (Sub No. 7), filed Feb¬ 
ruary 29, 1960. Applicant: ROLLING 
BOATS, INC., 27th Floor, Life & Casu¬ 
alty Tower, Nashville, Term. Applicant’s 
attorney: Harold Seligman, 26th Floor, 
Life & Casualty Tower, Nashville 3, Tenn. 
Authority sought to operate as a com - 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Boats (of 
any size and description), loaded in spe¬ 
cial rack boat trailers, and parts thereof, 
when accompanying the boats, from 
points in Wisconsin and Fort Dodge, 
Iowa, to points in the continental United 
States, including the District of Colum¬ 
bia, and empty containers or other such 
incidental facilities (not specified) used 
in transporting the above-described 

commodities, on return. 

HEARING: June 16, 1960, at the Hotel 
Shroeder, Milwaukee, Wis., before Ex¬ 
aminer Michael B. Driscoll. 

No. MC 119434 (Sub No. 2), filed March 
31, 1960. Applicant: JOYCE TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, a Corporation, 1621 
Shields Avenue, Chicago Heights, Ill- 
Applicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 3 
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill- 
Authority sought to operate as a corn - 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Acids an 
chemicals, except in bulk, in tank ve i- 
cles, between Chicago Heights, Ul-> an 
Chicago, Ill. 
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HEARING: July 14, 1960, at the Pick- 
Congress Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before 
Joint Board No. 21. 

No. MC 119589, filed March 15, 1960. 
Applicant: JACK P. BECK, doing busi¬ 
ness as PACKAGE DELIVERY SERV¬ 
ICE, 449 Main Street, St. Paul 2, Minn. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Such merchandise 
as is dealt in, and sold by wholesale and 
retail department stores, (1) from St. 
Paul, Minn., to Hudson, Wis., over U.S. 
Highway 12, serving all intermediate 
points, and (2) between Stillwater, 
Minn., and Hudson, Wis., over Wisconsin 
Highway 35, serving all intermediate 
points. 

Note: Applicant indicates the proposed 
operations will be conducted under a contin¬ 
uing contract or contracts with Dayton’s De¬ 
partment Store and will be limited to pack¬ 
ages not exceeding 50 pounds in weight. 


HEARING: July 28,1960, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
South and Third, Minneapolis, Minn., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 142. 

No. MC 119605, filed March 22, 1960. 
Applicant: CARIBOU TRUCK LINES, 
INC., 6810 104 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, 
Canada. Applicant’s attorney: G. W. 
Robertson, North-West Trust Building, 
101166 100 Street, Edmonton, Alberta, 
Canada. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
a regular route, transporting: Lumber, 
and sawmill machinery, from Sweet- 
grass, Mont., to Minneapolis-St. Paul, 
Minn., from Sweetgrass over U.S. High¬ 
way 91 to junction U.S. Highway 2 at 
Shelby, Mont., thence over U.S. Highway 
2 to junction U.S. Highway 59 at Erskine, 
Minn., thence over U.S. Highway 59 to 
Detroit Lakes, Minn., and thence over 
U.S. Highway 10 to Minneapolis-St. Paul, 
serving all intermediate points in Minne¬ 
sota, and as off-route points the plant 
sites of North West Lumbers Sales Ltd. 
in Minnesota. 

HEARING: July 28,1960, in Room 926, 
Metropolitan Building, Second Avenue 
South and Third, Minneapolis, Minn., 
before Joint Board No. 224. 

No. MC 119661 (Clarification), filed 
April 11, i960, published Federal Reg- 

A S ^ R rri ssue of Ma y 4 » I960. Applicant: 
ARCTIC EXPRESS, INC., 2 Arctic 
street, Worcester 8, Mass. Applicant’s 
attorney: Arthur M. Marshall, 145 State 
street, Springfield 3, Mass. The pur¬ 
pose of this republication is to advise that 
applicant also proposes to transport, 
Containers in which the commodities 
are transported ” 

a ^g£ RING: Remain s as assigned: June 
. 1960, at the Offices of the Interstate 
commerce Commission, Washington, 

Murphy 5 ^ 01 * 6 Examiner Charles J. 

No. MC 119720, filed April 29,1960. Ap¬ 
plicant: ROBERT N. SHUMATE, doing 
business as ROBERT SHUMATE, Route 
on’p?of Pia ’ Wash * Authority sought to 
vS 6 as a comrn °n carrier, by motor 
iy, over irr egular routes, transport- 
trailers, by towaway, between 
and r« in Thurston » Lewis, Pierce, Mason, 
th P n ? ra u S Harbor Counties, Wash., on 
* e hand, and, on the other, points 


in Oregon, California, Arizona, Idaho, 
and Montana. 

HEARING: June 14, 1960, at the Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, First and Marion 
Street, Seattle, Wash., before Examiner 
Leo W. Cunningham. 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 1800 (Sub No. 26), filed April 
27, 1960. Applicant: ALEXANDRIA, 
BARCROFT AND WASHINGTON 
TRANSIT COMPANY, doing business as 
A. B. & W. TRANSIT CO. (corporation), 
600 North Royal Street, Alexandria, Va. 
Applicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn, 
1110-14 Investment Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Pas¬ 
sengers and their baggage, and express, 
newspapers and mail in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Mount Vernon, 
Va., and junction U.S. Highway 1 and 
Virginia Highway 235: from Mount Ver¬ 
non, over Virginia Highway 235 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 1, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all in¬ 
termediate points. 

HEARING: June 23, 1960, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Richmond, Va., before 
Joint Board No. 108. 

No. MC 1800 (Sub No. 27), filed April 
27, 1960. Applicant: ALEXANDRIA, 
BARCROFT AND WASHINGTON 
TRANSIT COMPANY, doing business as 
A. B. & W. TRANSIT CO. (corporation), 
600 North Royal Street, Alexandria, Va. 
Applicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn, 
1110-14 Investment Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pas¬ 
sengers and their baggage, in special op¬ 
erations, seasonal during the respective 
racing seasons, between the City of 
Alexandria and points in Arlington 
County, Va., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, (1) Shenandoah Downs, at 
Charles Town, W. Va., and (2) the 
Charles Town Race Course, Charles 
Town, W. Va. 

Note: Applicant states no intermediate 
points will be served between origin points, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, the 
destination points. 

HEARING: June 24, 1960, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Richmond, Va., before 
Joint Board No. 245. 

No. MC 1800 (Sub No. 28), filed April 
27, 1960. Applicant: ALEXANDRIA, 
BARCROFT AND WASHINGTON 
TRANSIT COMPANY, doing business as 
A. B. & W. TRANSIT CO. (corporation), 
600 North Royal Street, Alexandria, Va. 
Applicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn, 
1110-14 Investment Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Pas¬ 
sengers and their baggage, and express, 
newspapers and mail in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Washington 
Quartermaster Sub-Depot, Cameron, 
Fairfax County, Va., and junction Little 
River Pike (Virginia Highway 236) with 
the proposed circumferential highway 
near Fairfax Hills, Va.: from Washing¬ 
ton Quartermaster Sub-Depot, Cameron, 
Fairfax County, Va., over Virginia High¬ 
way 236 (Little River Pike), to its junc¬ 


tion with the proposed circumferential 
highway near Fairfax Hills, Va., and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

HEARING: June 23, 1960, at the U.S. 
Court Rooms, Richmond, Va., before 
Joint Board No. 108. 

No. MC 1800 (Sub No. 29), filed April 
27, 1960. Applicant: ALEXANDRIA, 

BARCROFT AND WASHINGTON 
TRANSIT COMPANY, doing business as 
A. B. & W. TRANSIT CO. (corporation), 
600 North Royal Street, Alexandria, Va. 
Applicant’s attorney: S. Harrison Kahn, 
1110-14 Investment Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, in special 
operations, seasonal during respective 
racing seasons, between the City of 
Alexandria and points in Arlington 
County, Va., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, (1) the race track at Marlboro, 
Md., (2) the raceway at Rosecroft, Md., 
(3) the race track at Bowie, Md., (4) 
the race track at Laurel, Md., (5) the 
Pimlico Race Course at Baltimore, Md., 
(6) the Baltimore Raceway, located on 
U.S. Highway 40 just north of Baltimore, 
Md., (7) the Laurel Raceway at Laurel, 
Md., (8) the race track at Hagerstown, 
Md., (9) the race track at Bel Air, Md., 
and (10) the race track at Timonium, 
Md. 

Note: Applicant states no intermediate 
points will be served between origin points, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, the 
destination points. 

HEARING: June 22, 1960, at the Of¬ 
fices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Joint 
Board No. 68. 

No. MC 117394 (Sub No. 2), filed April 
22, 1960. Applicant: HAROLD W. 

KERR, doing business as OCONOMO- 
WOC TRANSPORT COMPANY, Route 
No. 1, Box 170, Oconomowoc, Wis. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Glenn R. Davis, P.O. 
Box 237, 241 Wisconsin Avenue, Wauke¬ 
sha, Wis. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, in charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in that part of Wisconsin bounded 
by a line beginning at junction Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 60 and 26 near Hustisford, 
Wis., in southern Dodge County, and ex¬ 
tending southerly along Wisconsin High¬ 
way 26 to junction Wisconsin Highway 
89 at Ft. Atkinson, Wis., thence southerly 
along Wisconsin Highway 89 to a point 
where it intersects the south line of Jef¬ 
ferson County, Wis., thence east along 
the south line of Jefferson and Wauke¬ 
sha Counties, Wis., to the point where 
said county line intersects with Wiscon¬ 
sin Highway 83, thence northerly along 
Wisconsin Highway 83 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 60 in southwestern 
Washington County, Wis., thence west¬ 
erly along Wisconsin Highway 60 to point 
of beginning, and extending to points in 
northeastern Illinois including points in 
Cook, Du Page, Boone, Lake, McHenry, 
Kane, and De Kalb Counties, Ill., includ¬ 
ing points on the indicated portions of 
the highways specified. 
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HEARING: July 20, 1960, at the Wis¬ 
consin Public Service Commission, 
Madison, Wis., before Joint Board No. 
13. 

Applications in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Hearing Is Requested 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 2900 (Sub No. 100), filed May 
6 , 1960. Applicant: RYDER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 2050 Kings Road, P.O. Box 
2408, Jacksonville, Fla. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: J. Edward Allen, P.O. Box 2408, 
Jacksonville, Fla. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except arti¬ 
cles of unusual value, Class A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 

(1) between Old Town, Fla., and Junc¬ 
tion Alternate U.S. Highway 129 and 
U.S. Highway 27, near Branford, Fla.: 
from Old Town over Alternate U.S. 
Highway 129 to junction U.S. Highway 
27 near Branford, with a right of joinder 
with existing authority over U.S. High¬ 
way 27, and return over the same route; 

(2) between Junction U.S. Highway 27 
and Florida Highway 53, in Florida, and 
Quitman, Ga.: from Junction U.S. High¬ 
way 27 and Florida Highway 53, over 
Florida Highway 53 to the Florida- 
Georgia State Line, and thence over 
Georgia Highway 33 to Quitman, and 
return over the same route; and (3) be¬ 
tween Atlanta, Ga., and Gadsden, Ala.; 
from Atlanta over U.S. Highway 78 to 
Austell, Ga., and thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 278 to Gadsden, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points, as alternate routes for operating 
convenience only. 

No. MC 28264 (Sub No. 6) filed May 
5, 1960. Applicant: 3 Y MOTOR 

FREIGHT, INC., East 2110 Broadway 
Avenue, Spokane, Wash. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, Class A and 
B explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment, and those injurious or con¬ 
taminating to other lading, between 
Spokane, Wash., and Newport, Wash.; 
from Spokane over U.S. Highway 195 to 
Newport, and return over the same route, 
serving the intermediate and off-route 
points of Mead, Colbert, Chatteroy, 
Westbranch, Diamond Lake, Milan, Elk, 
Camden, and 3 Y Service, Wash. 

Note: Applicant states the instant appli¬ 
cation is for route clarification purposes 
only. 

No. MC 71902 (Sub No. 64), filed April 
15, 1960. Applicant: UNITED TRANS¬ 
PORTS, INC., 4900 North Santa Fe 
Street, Oklahoma City 18, Okla. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: James W. Wrape, 2111 
Sterick Building, Memphis, Tenn. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Automobiles, in 
secondary movements by truckaway and 
driveaway, from St. Louis, Mo., to points 
in Missouri on and north of a line be¬ 


ginning at St. Louis, Mo., and extending 
along Missouri Highway 100 (formerly 
U.S. Highway 50) to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 50, at or near Gray Summit, Mo., 
thence along U.S. Highway 50, through 
Union, Freedom, Centertown, California, 
Tipton and Lee’s Summit, Mo., to the 
Missouri-Kansas State Line. 

No. MC 86687 (Sub No. 52) (Republi¬ 
cation as amended), filed December 17, 
1959, published Federal Register issue 
of January 6, 1960. Applicant: SEA¬ 
BOARD AIR LINE RAILROAD COM¬ 
PANY, a Corporation, Seaboard Air Line 
Railroad Building, 3600 West Broad 
Street, Richmond, Va. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: T. Randolph Buck, Seaboard Air 
Line Railroad Building, 3600 West 
Broad Street, Richmond, Va. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties, moving as passenger baggage or in 
railway express or baggage car service 
between Wilmington, N.C., and Char¬ 
lotte, N.C., from Wilmington, N.C., over 
U.S. Highway 74 to Bolton, N.C.; thence 
over North Carolina Highway 211 to 
Lumberton, N.C.; thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 74 to Charlotte, N.C., and return 
over the same route serving all inter¬ 
mediate points which are stations on 
applicant’s rail line. Applicant is au¬ 
thorized to conduct operations in Ala¬ 
bama, Georgia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Virginia. RESTRIC¬ 
TIONS: 1. The service to be performed 
by the applicant shall be limited to serv¬ 
ice which is auxiliary to or supplemental 
of its own rail service or Railway Ex¬ 
press Agency service. 2. With respect 
to express car service such shipments 
transported by applicant shall be limited 
to those moving on a Railway Express 
Agency bill of lading covering in addi¬ 
tion to a motor carrier movement by 
applicant, an immediately prior or im¬ 
mediately subsequent movement by 
Railway Express Agency, Inc. 3. Such 
further specific conditions as the Com¬ 
mission in the future may find necessary 
to impose in order to restrict applicant’s 
operations to service which is auxiliary 
to or supplemental of its own rail service 
or Railway Express Agency service. 

No. MC 87857 (Sub No. 50), filed May 
9, 1960. Applicant: BRINK’S INCOR¬ 
PORATED, 234 East 24th Street, Chi¬ 
cago 16, Ill. Applicant’s attorney: 
Francis D. Partlan, 234 East 24th Street, 
Chicago, Ill. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irtegular routes, transporting: 
Currency, coin and securities, between 
points in the Chicago, Ill., Commercial 
Zone, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Adair, Adams, Allamakee, Ap¬ 
panoose, Audubon, Benton, Black Hawk, 
Boone, Bremer, Buchanan, Buena Vista, 
Butler, Calhoun, Carroll, Cass, Cedar, 
Cerro Gordo, Cherokee, Chickasaw, 
* Clarke, Clay, Clayton, Clinton, Crawford, 
Dallas, Davis, Decatur, Delaware, Des 
Moines, Dickinson, Dubuque, Emmet, 
Fayette, Floyd, Franklin, Fremont, 
Greene, Grundy, Guthrie, Hamilton, 
Hancock, Hardin, Harrison, Henry, 
Howard, Humbolt, Ida, Iowa, Jackson, 
Jasper, Jefferson, Johnson, Jones, Keo¬ 
kuk, Kossuth, Lee, Linn, Louisa, Lucas, 


Lyon, Madison, Mahaska, Marion, Mar¬ 
shall, Mills, Mitchell, Monona, Monroe, 
Montgomery, Muscatine, O’Brien, Oce- 
ola. Page, Palo Alto, Plymouth, Poca¬ 
hontas, Polk, Pottawattamie, Poweshiek, 
Ringgold, Sac, Scott, Shelby, Sioux, 
Story, Tama, Taylor, Union, Van Buren, 
Wapello, Warren, Washington, Wayne, 
Webster, Winnebago, Winneshiek, Wood¬ 
bury, Worth, and Wright Counties, Iowa. 

No. MC 103201 (Sub No. 18), filed 
May 4, I960. Applicant: FRONTIER 
FREIGHT LINES, a Corporation, 929 
South 4 West, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties, except those of unusual value, 
Classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment, serving Elkol, Wyo., 
located approximately eight (8) miles 
southwest of Kemmerer, Wyo., and 
Hams. Fork Reservoir, Wyo., located ap¬ 
proximately 14 miles northwest of Kem¬ 
merer, Wyo., as off-route points in con¬ 
nection with applicant’s authorized 
regular route operations between Evans¬ 
ton and Big Piney, Wyo., over U.S. High¬ 
way 189. 

No. MC 108461 (Sub No. 89) filed 
May 3, 1960. Applicant: WHITFIELD 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 240 West 
Amador Street, Las Cruces, N. Mex. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: general commodi¬ 
ties, including dry bulk commodities 
(moving in dump or hopper-type equip¬ 
ment) , except Class A and B explosives, 
commodities of unusual value, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, and 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, between points in Hidalgo, Luna, 
Grant, and Dona Ana Counties, N. Mex., 
located south of U.S. Highway 80. 


Note: Applicant states it owns all out¬ 
standing capital stock of Whitfield Tank 
Lines, Inc., MC 114897; therefore, common 
control may be involved. 


No. MC 108671 (Sub No. 18), filed May 
4, 1960. Applicant: TARBET TRUCK¬ 
ING, INC., 311 East 18th Street, Muncie, 
Ind. Applicant’s representative: W. R- 
Hubbard, 1032 Standard Building, Cleve¬ 
land 13, Ohio. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, livestock, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment, serving: (1) junction Ub- 
Highways 25 and 30-S, near Lima, Ohio, 
and (2) junction U.S. Highways 25 ana 
30-N, near Beaverdam, Ohio, for joinaei 
purposes only. 


Note: Applicant states the purpose of 
instant application is to provide j° in< *5 r J\ ht 
present regular routes of All States Fr g * 
Incorporated, MC 59852, for interchange pm 
poses only, serving no additional poin it . 

will not disturb the present competitive s 
uation. Applicant is a wholly-owned 
sidiary of All States Freight, Incorporat^ 
and is managed and controlled direc y 
that carrier; therefore common contr 
be involved. 
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No. MC 111302 (Sub No. 22), filed 
May 10, 1960. Applicant: HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, P.O. 
Box 5096, Knoxville, Tenn. Applicant’s 
attorney: Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, Mun- 
sey Building, Washington 4, D.C. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Chemicals , in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Knoxville, Tenn., 
to points in Kansas and Nebraska. 

No. MC 119668, (CORRECTION), filed 
April 11, 1960, published in the Federal 
Register, issue of April 20, 1960. Appli¬ 
cant: FORREST RATLIFF AND AU¬ 
BURN RATLIFF, doing business as 
RATLIFF TRUCKING SERVICE, a part¬ 
nership, P.O. Box 104, Grundy, Va. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Feed , for livestock 
and poultry consumption, from Cincin¬ 
nati, Ohio, to Oakwood, Haysi, Clintwood, 
and Wise, Va. 

Note: The purpose of this republication, is 
to show the correct docket number as shown 
above, No. MC 119668, in lieu of No. MC 
118668 previously published, in error. 

Motor Carriers of Passengers 

No. MC 1501 (Sub No. 190) filed May 4, 
1960. Applicant: THE GREYHOUND 
CORPORATION, 140 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Peter K. Nevitt, Ropm 1500, 140 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes , transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage , and express , newspapers 
and mail in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, between West Palm Beach, Fla., 
and junction Florida Highways 710 and 
706: from West Palm Beach over Florida 
Highway 702 to junction Florida High¬ 
way 809, thence over Florida Highway 809 
to junction Florida Highway 710, and 
thence over Horida Highway 710 to 
junction Florida Highway 706, and re¬ 
turn over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

Note: Applicant states it proposes to join 
or tack this authority, if granted, to its 
P + re + S i! nt aut hority at West Palm Beach, and 
at the junction of Florida Highways 710 and 


A. ^L MC 1501 (Sub No - 191 > filed Ma 

3L ®5?- Applicant: THE GREYHOUN 
CORPORATION, 140 South Dearbor 
tiect, Chicago, Ill. Applicant’s al 
i? rne y: Raymond H. Warns, 140 Sout 
f A ^ rb ? r , n ^reet, Chicago, HI. Authorit 
ugnt to operate as a common carrie 

trovT 10 ^. vehicle * °ver regular route 
uunsporting: Passengers and their bag 

in tu and ex P res s> newspapers and ma 
twpS? £ ame vehicle with passengers, be 
tween Kingsport, Tenn., and Bristol, Va 
enn.: from Kingsport over new U .1 
b hway 11W to Bristol, and return ove 
PoLt$ me r ° U ^ e ’ servin & a11 intermediat 

^P plicant states it proposes to Joi 
present authority, if granted, with il 
Bristol uth(>rit y at tooth Kingsport an 

No. 97-7 


Application for Brokerage License 
motor carrier of passengers 

No. MC 12729 (Correction), filed March 
28, 1960, published in May 4, 1960 issue 
of Federal Register. Applicant: NEW¬ 
BURGH TERMINAL CORPORATION, 
Short Line Building, Harriman, N.Y. 
Applicant’s attorney: James F. X. 
O’Brien, 17 Academy Street, Newark 2, 
N.J. Authority sought to operate as a 
BROKER (BMC 5), at Newburgh and 
Harriman, N.Y., in arranging for trans¬ 
portation in interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce by motor vehicle, of: Passengers 
and their baggage , between points in the 
United States. 

Note: Applicant states that the members 
of its corporation also control, or are mem¬ 
bers or directors of, Hudson Transit Lines, 
Inc., No. MC 228, West Fordham Transporta¬ 
tion Corp., No. MC 116921, and Limousine 
Rental Service, Inc., No. MC 115456. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned, June 
7, 1960, at the Federal Building, Albany, 
N.Y., before Examiner Armin G. Clement. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor carrier 
of property or passengers under section 
5(a) and 210a(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act and certain other proceedings 
with respect thereto (49 CFR 1.240). 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-F 7497 (correction) (INDUS¬ 
TRIAL TRANSIT, INC.—CONTROL 
AND MERGER—INDUSTRIAL TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC.; DEALERS TRANSIT, 
INC. — PURCHASE (PORTION) — IN¬ 
DUSTRIAL TRANSPORT, INC.), pub¬ 
lished in the April 13, 1960, issue of the 
Federal Register on page 3196. WAL¬ 
TER F. CAREY and BERT B. BEVE¬ 
RIDGE, both of 3401 North Dort High¬ 
way, Flint, Mich., should have been 
shown as the controlling stockholders of 
DEALERS TRANSIT, INC., and as con¬ 
trolling INDUSTRIAL TRANSIT, INC., 
through AUTOMOBILE CARRIERS, 
INC., 3401 North Dort Highway, Flint, 
Mich., and C & J COMMERCIAL 
DRIVEAWAY, INC., 1905 West Mount 
Hope Avenue, Lansing, Mich. 

No. MC-F 7509, J. H. ROSE TRUCK 
LINE, INC.—PURCHASE (PORTION) — 
OIL FIELD TRUCKERS, INC., published 
in the April 27, 1960, issue of the Fed¬ 
eral Register on page 3696. The Com¬ 
mission has been requested to delete the 
name of Mr. Thomas E. James as one of 
applicants’ attorneys. 

No. MC-F 7517. Authority sought for 
purchase by GEO. W. WEAVER & SON, 
INC., 539 North Front Street, Steelton, 
Pa., of a portion of the operating rights 
Of KEYSTONE EXPRESS AND STOR¬ 
AGE COMPANY, INC., 539 North Mul¬ 
berry Street, Lancaster, Pa., and for ac¬ 
quisition by CHARLES B. WEAVER, SR. t 
and GRACE M. WEAVER, both of 539 
North Front Street, Steelton, Pa., STAN¬ 
TON E. WEAVER, 1800 Brandt Avenue, 
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New Cumberland, Pa., CHARLES B. 
WEAVER, JR., 13 Jefferson Street, Steel¬ 
ton, Pa., and KENNETH P. WEAVER, 
49 South Fourth Street, Steelton, Pa., of 
control of such rights through the pur¬ 
chase. Applicants’ attorney: John M. 
Musselman, State Street Building, Har¬ 
risburg, Pa. Operating rights sought to 
be transferred: Household goods , as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, as a common 
carrier over irregular routes, between 
points in that part of Pennsylvania south 
of U.S. Highway 22 and east of U.S. 
Highway 15, including points on the in¬ 
dicated portions of the highways speci¬ 
fied, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Rhode Island, New Hampshire, 
Indiana, Illinois, Georgia, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, and the lower pen¬ 
insula of Michigan. Vendee is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, Maryland, West 
Virginia, New York, New Jersey, Dela¬ 
ware, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Ohio, 
and the District of Columbia. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-7526. Authority sought for 
purchase by JESSE A. KRONINGER, 
INC., R.D. No. 1, Mertztown, Pa., of a 
portion of the operating rights of FLOR¬ 
ENCE F. DAVIS, doing business as 
DAVIS TRUCKING CO., Pottsville 
Boulevard, Pottsville, Pa., and for acqui¬ 
sition by JESSE A. KRONINGER, also 
of Mertztown, of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torney: Robert H. Griswold, Commerce 
Building, P.O. Box 432, Harrisburg, Pa. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: Coal , as a common carrier over 
irregular routes from points in Schuyl¬ 
kill County, Pa., to Pennsgrove, Millville, 
and points in Hunterdon, Mercer, Mid¬ 
dlesex, Morris, Somerset, Sussex, Union, 
and Warren Counties, N.J.; cinders from 
points in Carbon and Schuylkill Coun¬ 
ties, Pa., to points in Camden, Salem, 
Gloucester, Cumberland, Middlesex and 
Union Counties, N.J. Vendee is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Mary¬ 
land, and Pennsylvania. Application 
has not been filed for temporary author¬ 
ity under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F7527. Authority sought for 
control by REDWING CARRIERS, INC., 
Palm River Road, P.O. Box 426, Tampa 
1, Fla., of ROCKANA CARRIERS, INC., 
Palm River Road, P.O. Box 426, Tampa 
1, Fla., and for acquisition by CHARLES 
E. MENDEZ, also of Tampa, of control 
of ROCKANA CARRIERS, INC., through 
the acquisition by REDWING CAR¬ 
RIERS, INC. Applicant’s attorney: 
James E. Wilson, 716 Perpetual Build¬ 
ing, 111 E Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. ROCKANA CARRIERS, INC., 
presently operates in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce in Florida under the 
partial exemption from the certificate 
requirements of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act contained in the second 
proviso of section 206(a) (1) under BMC 
75 statement in No. MC 99943. Issuance 
of* a certificate has been authorized in 
No. MC 99943 Sub 1 to ROCKANA CAR- 
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NOTICES 


RIERS, INC., authorizing the transpor¬ 
tation, as a common carrier over irreg¬ 
ular routes, of sulphur, in bulk, between 
points in Hillsborough County, Fla., and 
from points in Hillsborough County, 
Fla., to points in Alabama and Georgia; 
ammonia nitrate, in bulk from points 
in Chatham County, Ga., to points in 
Florida; salt, in bulk, from points in 
Hillsborough County, Fla., to points in 
Polk County, Fla.; phosphates, including 
super-phosphates and triple-super phos¬ 
phates, from points in Hillsborough and 
Polk Counties, Fla., to points in Hills¬ 
borough County, Fla.; fertilizer and fer¬ 
tilizer materials, including phosphates, 
but excepting insecticides in bags, be¬ 
tween points in Hillsborough County, 
Fla., and from points in Polk County, 
Fla., to points in Hillsborough County, 
Fla. REDWING CARRIERS, INC., is 
authorized to operate under the Second 
Proviso of section 206(a) (1) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act as a common car¬ 
rier in Florida. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority un¬ 
der section 210a (b). 

No. MC-F 7528. Authority sought for 
control and merger by CONWELL COR¬ 
PORATION, 175 Linfield Drive, Menlo 
Park, Calif., of the operating rights and 
property of FROZEN FOOD EXPRESS, 
Belt Line and Finley Road, Irving, Tex. 
(mail address P.O. Box 5888, Dallas 22, 
Tex.), and for acquisition by CONSOLI¬ 
DATED FREIGHT W AY S CORPORA¬ 
TION OF DELAWARE, also of Menlo 
Park, of control of such rights and prop¬ 
erty through the transaction. Appli¬ 
cant's attorney: William J. Hickey, 175 
Linfield Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. Oper¬ 
ating rights sought to be controlled and 
merged: Frozen foods, meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat by-products, articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat-packing houses, as de¬ 
scribed in Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, dairy products as 
defined by the Commission, salad dres¬ 
sing, yeast, uncooked bakery goods, fruits 
and vegetables, table sauces, prepared 
jellies, peanut butter, condensed milk 
and cream, game, poultry, rabbits, sau¬ 
sage, venison, pizza mix, cheese, frozen 
fruits and vegetables, bakery goods, 
salads, candy, frozen eggs, pizza, rice 
pudding, vegetable oil, jams, grape juice, 
preserves, dry ice, confections, shelled 
nuts, oleomargarine, butter, and shorten¬ 
ing, as a common carrier over irregular 
routes, from, to or between points and 
areas, varying with the commodity trans¬ 
ported, in Texas, Louisiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Oklahoma, Missouri, Arkansas, 
Tennessee, Mississippi, Wisconsin, Min¬ 
nesota, California, Iowa, Kansas, Ne¬ 
braska, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Kentucky, 
Indiana, Arizona, and New Mexico, with 
certain restrictions as more specifically 
described in Certificates Nos. MC 108207 
Subs 1 et al.; those rights claimed in an 
application seeking a “grandfather" 
certificate under section 7 of the Trans¬ 
portation Act of 1958, viz, frozen fruits, 
frozen berries, and frozen vegetables, 
from points in Tennessee and Kansas to 
points in Arizona, Illinois, Minnesota, 
Tennessee, Nebraska, and Oklahoma, 
from points in Michigan to points in 
Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, and 


California, from points in Arkansas to 
points in Ohio, Wisconsin, Tennessee, 
California, and Arizona, from points in 
Texas to points in Ohio, from points in 
Wisconsin to points in Texas and Mis¬ 
souri, from points in Nebraska to points 
in Minnesota and California, from points 
in Minnesota to points in Oklahoma, 
Texas, Louisiana, and Missouri, from 
points in Missouri to points in Iowa and 
Nebraska, and from points in California 
to points in New Mexico, Arizona, Indi¬ 
ana, Ohio, Minnesota, Pennsylvania, 
Wisconsin, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Missis¬ 
sippi, Illinois, Missouri, Kansas, Ne¬ 
braska, Michigan, Iowa, and Tennessee; 
bananas, from points in Texas to points 
in Texas, Iowa, Oklahoma, Ohio, Ten¬ 
nessee, Missouri, Kentucky, Nebraska, 
Wisconsin, Kansas, Michigan, and Min¬ 
nesota, and from points in Louisiana to 
points in Missouri, Illinois, Kansas, 
Minnesota, Indiana, Texas, Oklahoma, 
Iowa, and Nebraska; cocoa beans, coffee 
beans, and tea, from points in Louisiana 
to points in Illinois and Texas; commodi¬ 
ties which are exempt from economic 
regulation and /or from the certificate 
provisions of the Interstate Commerce 
Act, Part II, section 203(b)(6) (49 

U.S.C.A. 303(b)(6)), between points in 
Texas, Louisiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
Missouri, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Missis¬ 
sippi, Wisconsin, Minnesota, California, 
Tennessee, Kansas, Iowa, Nebraska, 
Pennsylvania, Kentucky, Indiana, Ohio, 
Arizona, and New Mexico. CONWELL 
CORPORATION holds no authority from 
this Commission. However, it is affiliated 
with CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS 
CORPORATION OF DELAWARE, which 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in Utah, Alaska, Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Washington, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, 
Wisconsin, Missouri, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, 
South Dakota, West Virginia, Wisconsin, 
Wyoming, Alabama, Hawaii, and Mary¬ 
land. Application has not been filed for 
temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F 7529. Authority sought for 
purchase by INTERSTATE MOTOR 
LINES, INC., 235 West Third South 
Street, Salt Lake City 1, Utah, of the 
operating rights of HIGHWAY TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 195 Channel Street, San 
Francisco 7, Calif., and for acquisition 
by T. S. CARTER, also of Salt Lake City, 
of control of such rights through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorneys: Berol 
and Geernaert, 100 Bush Street, Suite 
620, San Francisco 4, Calif., and James 
M. Connors, Board of Trade of San Fran¬ 
cisco, 989 Market Street, San Francisco 3, 
Calif. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: General commodities, as a 
common carrier over regular routes, be¬ 
tween San Francisco, Calif., and Pacific 
Grove, Calif., between San Francisco, 
Calif., and Soledad, Calif., between Half 
Moon Bay, Calif., and San Mateo, Calif., 
between San Gregorio, Calif., and Red¬ 
wood City, Calif., between junction Cali¬ 
fornia Highways 1 and 5 at a point ap¬ 
proximately three miles south of Daly 
City, Calif., and La Honda, Calif., between 
Sunnyvale, Calif., and Santa Cruz, Calif., 


between Mountam View, Calif., and San 
Jose, Calif., between Alviso, Calif., and 
junction unnumbered highway and U.S. 
Highway 101 at a point approximately 
three miles south of Alviso, between Gil¬ 
roy, Calif., and Watsonville, Calif., from 
Betabel, Calif., over unnumbered high¬ 
way (known as Chittenden Pass) to 
junction unnumbered highway at a point 
approximately five miles east of Watson¬ 
ville, and return over the same route, 
between Betabel, Calif., and junction 
unnumbered highway and U.S. Highway 
101 at a point approximately one-half 
mile south of Santa Rita, Calif., and be¬ 
tween Castroville, Calif., and Pacific 
Grove, Calif., serving certain interme¬ 
diate and off-route points and restricted 
against the transportation of berries, 
green fruits, vegetables, poultry and eggs 
northbound from points located between 
Aptos and Betabel; general commodities, 
excepting, among others, household 
goods and commodities in bulk, from 
San Francisco, Calif., to Tulare, Calif., 
and from San Francisco, Calif., to Mon¬ 
terey, Calif., serving all intermediate 
points, restricted to delivery only, and 
the off-route points of Visalia and Han¬ 
ford, Calif.; general commodities, except¬ 
ing, among others, household goods and 
commodities in bulk, over irregular 
routes, between San Francisco, Calif., 
and points in San Francisco County, 
Calif. ; operations under the Second Pro¬ 
viso of section 206(a)(1), Interstate 
Commerce Act, covering the transporta¬ 
tion of general commodities, with certain 
exceptions, as a common carrier over 
regular routes, in the State of California, 
the exceptions and routes being more 
specifically described in Dockets Nos. MC 
51244 Subs 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11 
and 12. Vendee is authorized to operate 
as a common carrier in Arizona, Califor¬ 
nia, Colorado, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Ne¬ 
vada, Oregon, Washington, Utah, and 
Wyoming. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210 a(b). 

Note: An application will be filed at a 
later date as a matter directly related. 

No. MC-F 7531. Authority sought for 
merger into KLUG TRUCKING CO., 
1505 Singer Avenue, Hamilton, Ohio, ol 
the operating rights and property oi 
THE DIRECT TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY, 1172 Rosemary Boulevard, 
Akron, Ohio, and UNION EXPRESS CO., 
1505 Singer Avenue, Hamilton, Ohio, ana 
for acquisition by EUGENE V. KLUO, 
also of Hamilton, of control of sucn 
rights and property through the trans- 
action. Applicants’ attorney: James m* 
Burtch, 44 East Broad Street, Columbus, 
Ohio. Operating rights sought to d 

merged: (DIRECT) Operations unaei 

the Second Proviso of section 206(a) u. . 
Interstate Commerce Act, covering t 
transportation of property, as a 0071111 
carrier in Ohio, over irregular routes, 
(1) from and to Columbus and so mucn 
of Franklin County as is included wit 
the radius of fifteen miles from the 
tersection of Broad and High Stie » 
restricted against the transportation 
property to or from Westerville, Woi 
ington, Groveport, and Grove City, 
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such other points where further certifi¬ 
cates may be granted, originating at or 
destined to any other point than Co¬ 
lumbus, (2) from and to Cleveland, and 
(3) from and to Akron; household goods, 
office furniture and fixtures, to and from 
any point within Cuyahoga County and 
to and from any point in Summit 
County, restricted against the trans¬ 
portation of such commodities from and 
to any point in Summit County, other 
than Akron, where the principal place of 
business of a certificate holder operating 
van equipment is located; (UNION) op¬ 
erations under the Second Proviso of 
section 206(a)(1), Interstate Commerce 
Act, covering the transportation of 
property, as a common carrier over ir¬ 
regular routes, in Ohio, from and to Day- 
ton. KLUG TRUCKING CO. is author¬ 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
Ohio under the Second Proviso of section 
206(a)(1), Interstate Commerce Act. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-P 7533. Authority sought for 
purchase by DONALDSON TRANSFER 
COMPANY, 213 Witry Street, Waterloo, 
Iowa, of the operating rights and prop¬ 
erty of NELSON TRANSPORT, INC., 
3004 East 14th Street, Des Moines, Iowa, 
and for acquisition by JOHN E. WAR¬ 
REN, also of Waterloo, of control of 
such rights and property through the 
purchase. Applicants’ attorney: Charles 
W. Singer,. 33 North La Salle Street, 
Chicago 2, Ill. Operating rights sought 
to be transferred: Mill feed, building 
materials, farm hardware, farm ma¬ 
chinery, and farm supplies, as a common 
carrier over regular routes from Gales¬ 
burg, ill., to Yarmouth, Iowa, and from 
Peoria, Ill., to Yarmouth, Iowa, serving 
certain intermediate and off-route 
points; farm commodities and farm ma- 
cftmen/, over irregular routes, between 
Nebraska, City, Nebr., and points in Ne¬ 
braska within 50 miles of Nebraska City, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Iowa; road-building equipment, 
etween Points in Oklahoma, Kansas, 
na Texas; tractors and tractor parts, 
u-om Charles City, Iowa, to St. Louis, 
mo and certain points in Illinois; farm 
machinery, and parts thereof, from Ra- 
cinc Wis., and Burlington, Iowa, to 
P ints in DeWitt, Logan, Macon and 
J>angamon Counties, Ill. Vendee is au- 
in^o 1 ^.^ 0 °R era ^ e as a common carrier 
o States and the District of Columbia. 
Application has been filed for temporary 
™ty under section 210a(b). 
contvn^ EC ’~' F L 7534, Authori ty sought for 
TRTTnlr r nd merger by McCARTY 

Str?p? K T LD ! E ' INC ’ 729 West 15th 
righfe * Tr ^, n ^ on » Mo *» of the operating 

MOTnn a ^^ Pr ° Perty of TRENTON 

str^ xp . RESS ’ INC > 729 West 15th 
bv T 4r T l® n ^??» Mo -» and for acquisition 
contvr?* ^ cCAR TY, also of Trenton, of 

through °thp SU t h rigl ? ts and P r °Perty 
attorrfmr th « transa ction. Applicants’ 

^ikw : T W i entworth E * Griffin or 
timo^Y; Taylor ’ Jr *’ both of 1012 Bal- 
atkig rithf nUe ’ Kansas Cit y> Mo. Oper- 
mei Ld ? h A S sou 5 ht t0 be controlled and 
Proven 1 Gperatlons under the Second 
tersS r SeCtl0n 206(a)(1) of the In- 

transnnT,E 0mme / ce Act cover ing the 
-Portation of property as a common 


carrier over regular and irregular routes 
in the State of Missouri, as more spe¬ 
cifically described in Docket No. MC 
98277. McCARTY TRUCK LINE, INC., 
is authorized to operate as a common 
carrier in Missouri, Kansas, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, and Nebraska. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

Note: An application will be filed at a 
later date as a matter directly related. 

No MC-F 7535. Authority sought for 
control and merger by BRANCH MOTOR 
EXPRESS COMPANY, 300 Maspeth 
Avenue, Brooklyn 11, N.Y., of the oper¬ 
ating rights and property of MURDOCH 
& HATCH MOTOR TRANSPORT, INC., 
300 Maspeth Avenue, Brooklyn 11, N.Y., 
and for acquisition by MEYER J. BU- 
TENSKY and EMANUEL BURTEN, both 
of Brooklyn, of control of such rights 
and property through the transaction. 
Applicants’ attorney: Clarence D. Todd, 
1825 Jefferson Place NW., Washington 6, 
D.C. Operating rights sought to be con¬ 
trolled and merged: General commodi¬ 
ties, excepting, among others, household 
goods and commodities in bulk, as a 
common carrier over regular routes, be¬ 
tween Boston, Mass., and Stamford, 
Conn., between Boston, Mass., and New 
London, Conn., between Boston, Mass., 
and New Haven, Conn., between Boston, 
Mass., and Hartford, Conn., between 
Boston Mass., and North Adams, Mass., 
between New Bedford, Mass., and Dan¬ 
bury, Conn., between Greenfield, Mass., 
and New Haven, Conn., between Stur- 
bridge, Mass., and North Adams, Mass., 
between Providence, R.I., and Worcester, 
Mass., between Danbury, Conn., and 
New York, N.Y., and between Torrington, 
Conn., and New York, N.Y., serving cer¬ 
tain intermediate and off-route points; 
agricultural commodities, over irregular 
routes, from New York, N.Y., to Wor¬ 
cester, Mass.; fresh tomatoes, from 
Boston, Mass., to Washington, D.C.; 
frozen fish livers, from Boston, Mass., to 
Provincetown, Mass.; groceries, from 
Albany, N.Y., to Springfield, Mass.; malt 
beverages, from Utica, N.Y., to Water- 
bury, Bridgeport, and Hartford, Conn.; 
packing-house products, dairy products, 
agricultural commodities, and cloth, 
from Boston, Mass., to Albany, N.Y.; 
petroleum and petroleum products, in 
containers, from Sewaren, N.J., to Bris¬ 
tol and Torrington, Conn.; yeast, paper, 
groceries, tobacco, liquor, agricultural 
commodities, candy, and packing-house 
products, between New York, N.Y., and 
Boston, Mass. BRANCH MOTOR EX¬ 
PRESS COMPANY is authorized to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier in New York, 
Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, 
Delaware, and the District of Columbia. 
Application has not been filed for tem¬ 
porary authority under section 210a (b). 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC-F 7532. Authority sought for 
purchase by W. R. CHESTER, doing 
business as TRENTON-ST. JOSEPH 
COACHES, P.O. Box 525, 1801 South 
Ninth Street, St. Joseph, Mo., of the op¬ 
erating rights and property of THE 
CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND AND PA¬ 
CIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, A DEL¬ 


AWARE CORPORATION, 139 West Van 
Buren Street, Chicago 5, Ill. Applicants’ 
attorney: C. G. Hayes, Jr., 139 West Van 
Buren, Chicago 5, Ill. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: Passengers and 
their baggage, and express, mail, and 
newspapers, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, as a common carrier over 
regular routes, between St. Joseph, Mo., 
and Topeka, Kans., and between junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 73 and unnumbered 
highway (approximately one-fourth of a 
mile west of Pierce Junction Corner, 
Kans.), and junction unnumbered high¬ 
way and Kansas Highway 20, serving 
certain intermediate points. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common car¬ 
rier in Missouri and Kansas. Applica¬ 
tion has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a (b). 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4485; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Notice 314] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

May 13, 1960. ' 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s 
special rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 63053. By order of May 
11, 1960, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Short Way Lines, Incor¬ 
porated, Somerset, Ky., of Certificate No. 
MC 107237, issued March 19, 1959, to 
Kenneth Bastin and Carlus B. LaFavers, 
doing business as Short Way Lines, Som¬ 
erset, Ky., authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: Passengers and their baggage, 
and express, mail, and newspapers, in 
the same vehicle with passengers, over 
regular routes, between the Tennessee- 
Kentucky State line, and Albany, Ky., 
between Sparta, Tenn., and the Tennes- 
see-Kentucky State line, between Som¬ 
erset, Ky., and junction Kentucky 
Highways 80 and 910, between Somerset, 
Ky., and Burnside, Ky., between Lib¬ 
erty, Ky., and Phil, Ky., between junc¬ 
tion Kentucky Highways 80 and 910 and 
junction Kentucky Highways 80 and 910, 
between Liberty, Ky., and Bardstown, 
Ky., between Bardstown, Ky., and Louis¬ 
ville, Ky., and between Albany, Ky., and 
Burnside, Ky., serving all intermediate 
points on the highways specified. Viley 
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O. Blackburn, First National Bank 
Building, Somerset, Ky., for applicants. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4486; Filed, May 17, I960; 

8:49 a.m.] 

[Rev. S. O. 562, Taylor’s I.C.C. Order 115] 

MINNEAPOLIS, ST. PAUL & SAULT STE. 

MARIE RAILROAD CO. 

Diversion or Rerouting of Traffic 

In the opinion of Charles W. Taylor, 
Agent, the Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault 
Ste. Marie Railroad Company account 
floods in the Eben Junction, Michigan 
area is unable to make deliveries to the 
Lake Superior & Ishpeming Railroad 
Company at Eben Junction, Michigan: 
It is ordered , That; 

(a) Rerouting traffic: The Minneap¬ 
olis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railroad 
Company and its connections are hereby 
authorized to divert or reroute such traf¬ 
fic over any available route to expedite 
the movement, regardless of routing 
shown on the waybill. The billing cover¬ 
ing all such cars rerouted shall carry a 
reference to this order as authority for 
the rerouting. 

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to 
be obtained: The railroad desiring to 
divert or reroute traffic under this order 
shall confer with the proper transporta¬ 
tion officer of the railroad or railroads to 
which such traffic is to be diverted or 
rerouted, and shall receive the concur¬ 
rence of such other railroads before the 
rerouting or diversion is ordered. 

(c) Notification to shippers: The car¬ 
rier rerouting cars in accordance with 
this order shall notify each shipper at 
the time each car is rerouted or diverted 
and shall furnish to such shipper the new 
routing provided under this order. 

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or re¬ 
routing of traffic by said Agent is deemed 
to be due to carrier’s disability, the rates 
applicable to traffic diverted or rerouted 
by said Agent shall be the rates which 
were applicable at the time of shipments 
on the shipments as originally routed. 

(e) In executing the directions of the 
Commission and of such Agent provided 
for in this order, the common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with refer¬ 
ence to the divisions of the rates of 
transportation applicable to said traffic; 
divisions shall be, during the time this 
order remains in force, those voluntarily 
agreed upon by and between said car¬ 
riers; or upon failure of the carriers to 
so agree, said divisions shall be those 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in 
accordance with the pertinent authority 
conferred upon it by the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 

(f) Effective date: This order shall be¬ 
come effective at 12:01 p.m., May 10, 
1960. 

(g) Expiration date: This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m.. May 20, 1960, unless 
otherwise modified, changed, suspended 
or annulled. 

It is further ordered , That this order 
shall be served upon the Association of 
American Railroads, Car Service Divi¬ 


sion, as agent of all railroads subscrib¬ 
ing to the car service and per diem 
agreement under the terms of that 
agreement and by filing it with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

Issued at Washington, D.C., May 10, 
1960. 

Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

Charles W. Taylor, 

Agent. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4487; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:49 a.m.] 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Declaration of Disaster Area 270] 

KANSAS 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of May 1960, because 
of the effects of certain disasters, dam¬ 
age resulted to residences and business 
property located in certain areas in the 
State of Kansas; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and has received 
other reports of investigations of con¬ 
ditions in the areas affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluat¬ 
ing reports of such conditions, I find 
that the conditions in such areas con¬ 
stitute a catastrophe within the purview 
of the Small Business Act. 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration, I 
hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans 
under the provisions of section 7(b) of 
the Small Business Act may be received 
and considered by the Offices below in¬ 
dicated from persons or firms whose 
property situated in the following 
County (including any areas adjacent to 
said County) suffered damage or de¬ 
struction as a result of the catastrophe 
hereinafter referred to: 

County: Harvey (flood occurring on or 
about May 4, 1960). 

Offices: Small Business Administration Re¬ 
gional Office, Home Savings Building, Fifth 
Floor, 1006 Grand Avenue, Kansas City 6, 
Mo. Small Business Administration Branch 
Office, Board of Trade Building, Room 215, 
120 South Market Street, Wichita 2, Kans. 

2. No special field offices will be estab¬ 
lished at this time. 

3. Applications for disaster loans under 
the authority of this Declaration will not 
be accepted subsequent to November 30, 
1960. 

Dated: May 9,1960. 

Philip McCallum, 
Administrator. 

[FJt. Doc. 60-4481; Filed, May 17, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.] 

[Declaration of Disaster Area 271] 

ALASKA 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of May 1960, because 


of the effects of certain disasters, dam¬ 
age resulted to residences and business 
property located in certain areas in the 
State of Alaska; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration has investigated and has received 
other reports of investigations of condi¬ 
tions in the areas affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that 
the conditions in such areas constitute 
a catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act. 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration, I 
hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the provisions of section 7(b) of the 
Small Business Act may be received and 
considered by the Offices below indicated 
from persons or firms whose property 
situated in areas adjacent to the Chena 
River in the vicinity of Fairbanks, 
Alaska, suffered damage or destruction as 
a result of the catastrophe hereinafter 
referred to: 

Disaster: (Flood occurring on or about 
May 4 and 5, 1960). 

Offices: Small Business Administration Re¬ 
gional Office, Smith Tower, Room 1220, 506 
Second Avenue, Seattle 4, Wash. Small 
Business Administration Branch Office, U.S. 
Post Office & Court House, P.O. Box 1253, 
Anchorage, Alaska. 

2. No special field offices will be estab¬ 
lished at this time. 

3. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the authority of this Declaration 
will not be accepted subsequent to No¬ 
vember 30, 1960. 

Dated: May 9, 1960. 

Philip McCallum, 

Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4482; Filed, May 17, I960; 

8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Wage and Hour Division 

LEARNER EMPLOYMENT 
CERTIFICATES 

Issuance to Various Industries 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 14 of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060, as 
amended, 29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.) , the regu¬ 
lations on employment of learners w 
CFR Part 522), and Administrative 
Order No. 524 (24 F.R. 9274) the firms 
listed in this notice have been issu® 
special certificates authorizing the em¬ 
ployment of learners at hourly wage rates 
lower than the minimum wage ia 
otherwise applicable under section o 
the Act. The effective and expiration 
dates, occupations, wage rates, num 
or proportion of learners, learning P 
riods, and the principal product ^ an 
factured by the employer for certmca 
issued under general learner regulati 
(§§ 522.1 to 522.11) are as innate 
below. Conditions provided in cer 
cates issued under special industry regn 
lations are as established in 
regulations. 
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Apparel Industry Learner Regulations 
(29 CFR 522.1 to 522.11, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.20 to 522.24, as amended). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued authorizing the employment of 
10 percent of the total number of factory 
production workers for normal labor 
turnover purposes. The effective and 
expiration dates are indicated. 


Blue Ridge Manufacturers, Inc., Peters¬ 
burg, Va.; effective 5-2-60 to 5-1-61 (girls’ 
and women’s jeans). 

Camp Hill Industries, Camp Hill, Ala.; 
effective 4-30-60 to 4-29-61. Learners may 
not be engaged at special minimum wage 
rates in the production of separate skirts 
(ladies’ sportswear). 

Covington Industries, Inc., Opp, Ala.; effec¬ 
tive 5-2-60 to 5-1-61 (Government utility 

shirts). 

Glen Lyon Brassiere & Corset Co., 44 Carey 
Avenue, Wilkes-Barre, Pa.; effective 5-1-60 
to 4-30-61 (corsets and allied garments). 

La Follette Shirt Co., Inc., 125 First Street, 
La Follette, Tenn.; effective 5-7-60 to 5-6-61 
(men’s dress shirts). 

Putnam Manufacturing Co., Cookeville, 
Tenn.; effective 5-1-60 to 4-30-61 (men’s 

work pants). 

Reliance Manufacturing Co., Magnolia 
Factory, Laurel, Miss.; effective 5-1-60 to 

4- 30-61 (men’s and boys’ sport shirts). 

Boris Smoler and Sons, Inc., 600-620 Craw¬ 
ford Avenue, Elkhart, Ind.; effective 5-7-60 
to 5-6-61 (dresses). 

Wildman Manufacturing Co., 920 Wash¬ 
ington Avenue, St. Louis, Mo.; effective 

5- 2-60 to 5-1-61 (cotton dresses). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued for normal labor turnover pur¬ 
poses. The effective and expiration dates 
and the number of learners authorized 
are indicated. 


I.*- ™ Dress Co - RD - No - 1. Main Street, 

Laflm, Wilkes-Barre, Pa.; effective 4-30-60 to 
4^9-61; five learners (ladies’ dresses). 

r,? 0 J eXa11 ’ Inc ’’ 750 West Main Street, 
Galesburg, Ill.; effective 4-28-60 to 4-27-61* 

“ X , '®" ners I (men’s pants, shirts, jackets’, 
coveralls and shop coats). 

Manufac turing Co., . Inc., River 
Street Mili Building No. 2, North Grosvenor 
uale, Conn.; effective 5-2-60 to 5-1-61; five 
learners (children’s snow suits). 

Boris snioier and Sons, Inc., 507 Jefferson, 

in w t6, I ? d ' ; effective 5-1-60 to 4-30-61; 
10learners (dresses). 

J?® following learner certificate was 
Th P U°l p l an * expansion purposes, 
the . nd ex P ir ation dates and 

indicated^ ° f learners authorized are 


Ea? t R “! boro Manufacturing Corp., 1900 
fecuve t-v'Sfn . Av , enue ’ Green sboro, N.C.; ef- 
cn’s and 2 eh^rt° 1 , 1-1-60: 25 learners (wom- 
Wght“elr) h ldrenS flannelette and c °tton 

q?Sb Industry Learner Regulations 
29 522 n> as amended, and 

522.60 to 522.66, as amended). 

A<W B <C^ a “ UfaCturin g Co - 3012 South 
to in Peorla ’ 111 • effective 5-1-60 

of machine !.° A ercent of the total number 
Ov e?pu^notpfi tChe i rS for normal labor turn- 
J?° ses (^k gloves). 

e ffective C 5-5^o ? l °K e A C °'’ Reeseville > Wis.; 
normal i n w° 5-4 ~ 61 » five learners for 
gloves) b r turnover purposes (work 


( 2 fcpR^ 9 I o n i d ? Stry Learner Regulatk 

29 CPR sooin 0 . 522 11 ’ as amended, a 
522.40 to 522.44, as amendei 


Corinth Seamless Hosiery, Inc., 311 South 
Liddon Lake Road, Corinth, Miss.; effective 
5-2-60 to 11—1—60; 10 learners for plant ex¬ 
pansion purposes (seamless). 

Shoe Industry Learner Regulations (29 
CFR 522.1 to 522.11, as amended, and 
29 CFR 522.50 to 522.55, as amended). 

Casey Manufacturing Co., East Main Street, 
Casey, Ill.; effective 4-27-60 to 4-26-61; 10 
percent of the total number of factory pro¬ 
duction workers for normal labor turnover 
purposes (children’s and misses’ shoes). 

Regulations Applicable to the Employ¬ 
ment of Learners (29 CFR 522.1 to 
522.11, as amended). 

The following learner certificates were 
issued in Puerto Rico to the companies 
hereinafter named. The effective and 
expiration dates, learner rates, occupa¬ 
tions, learning periods, and the number 
or proportion of learners authorized to 
be employed, are as indicated. 

Barry Corp., Barrio Obrero Station, San- 
turce, P.R.; effective 4-18-60 to 4-17-61; 10 
learners for normal labor turnover purposes 
in the occupation of sewing machine oper¬ 
ators for a learning period of 480 hours at 
the rates of 57 cents an hour for the first 
240 hours and 66 cents an hour for the re¬ 
maining 240 hours (fabric and leather 
gloves). 

Caribe Sports Co., Inc., San German, P.R.; 
effective 4—11—60 to 4—10—61; 5 learners for 
normal labor turnover purposes in the oc¬ 
cupations of: (1) sewing machine operators, 
and hand lacers, each for a learning period of 
320 hours at the rates of 47 cents an hour 
for the first 160 hours and 55 cents an hour 
for the remaining 160 hours; (2) die and 
clicker machine operators for a learning pe¬ 
riod of 160 hours at the rate of 47 cents an 
hour (baseball gloves and mitts). 

Caribe Sports Co., Inc., San German, P.R.; 
effective 4-11-60 to 10-10-60; 25 learners for 
plant expansion purposes in the occupations 
of: (1) sewing machine operators, and hand 
lacers, each for a learning period of 320 hours 
at the rates of 47 cents an hour for the first 
160 hours and 55 cents an hour for the re¬ 
maining 160 hours; (2) die and clicker ma¬ 
chine operators for a learning period of 160 
hours at the rate of 47 cents an hour (base¬ 
ball gloves and mitts). 

Compex Undergarment Corp., Coamo, P.R.; 
effective 4-11—60 to 10—10—60; 20 learners for 
plant expansion purposes in the occupation 
of sewing machine operators for a learning 
period of 480 hours at the rates of 53 cents 
an hour for the first 240 hours and 62 cents 
an hour for the remaining 240 hours (ladies’ 
underwear). 

Corozal Knitting Mills, Inc., Corozal, P.R.; 
effective 4-18-60 to 10-17-60; 15 learners for 
plant expansion purposes in the occupation 
of finger closing for a learning period of 480 
hours at the rates of 51 cents an hour for the 
first 240 hours and 59 cents an hour for the 
remaining 240 hours (supplemental certifi¬ 
cate) (knitted gloves and mittens). 

General Electric Switchgear, Inc., Palmer, 
P.R.; effective 4-11-60 to 4-10-61; 11 learners 
for normal labor turnover purposes in the 
occupations of: (1) punch press operators, 
screw machine operators, milling machine 
operators, welders, female assembler class 3, 
male assembler class 3, each for a learning 
period of 480 hours at the rates of 80 cents 
an hour for the first 240 hours and 90 cents 
an hour for the remaining 240 hours; (2) 
drill press operators, miscellaneous machine 
operators, machine set-up man, female as¬ 
sembler class 2, each for a learning period of 
240 hours at the rate of 80 cents an hour 
(electrical products). 

Evelyn Judith Products, Inc., Corozal, P.R.; 
effective 4-4-60 to 10-3-60; 25 learners for 
plant expansion purposes in the occupation 


of machine stitching for a learning period of 
480 hours at the rates of 51 cents an hour for 
the first 240 hours and 59 cents an hour for 
the remaining 240 hours (sewing of leather 
palms on knitted gloves). 

Marcat, Inc., Rio Piedras, P.R.; effective 
4-7—60 to 9-13-60; 30 learners for plant ex¬ 
pansion purposes in the occupation of gun 
mount assembler for a learning period of 
480 hours at the rates of 80 cents an hour for 
the first 240 hours and 90 cents an hour for 
the remaining 240 hours (replacement cer¬ 
tificate) (assembly of television gun mounts). 

Porto Corp., Div. “A”, Road to Lares, 
Utuado, P.R.; effective 4-4-60 to 10-3-60; 80 
learners for plant expansion purposes in the 
occupations of: (1) ^sewing machine opera¬ 
tors for a learning period of 480 hours at the 
rates of 54 cents an hour for the first 240 
hours and 63 cents an hour for the remaining 
240 hours; (2) final inspection of fully as¬ 
sembled garments for a learning period of 160 
hours at the rate of 54 cents an hour (men’s 
and boys’ T-shirts). 

Puerto Rico Hosiery Mills, Inc., and/or 
Arecibo Knitting Mills, Inc., Arecibo, P.R.; 
effective 4-11-60 to 2-9-61; 15 learners for 
normal labor turnover purposes in the oc¬ 
cupations of knitting, and mending for a 
learning period of 960 hours at the rates of 
56 cents an hour for the first 480 hours and 
62 cents an hour for the remaining 480 hours 
(replacement certificate) (full-fashioned 
hosiery). 

Superior Knitting Corp., Aguas Buenas, 
P.R.; effective 4-11-60 to 4-10-61; 14 learners 
for normal labor turnover purposes in the 
occupations of hand fashioning knitting 
machine operators for a learning period of 
480 hours at the rates of 72 cents an hour for 
the first 240 hours and 84 cents an hour for 
the remaining 240 hours (sweaters). 

Wayne Industries, Inc., Catano, P.R.; ef¬ 
fective 4—21—60 to 4-20-61; 28 learners for 
normal labor ^turnover purposes in the oc¬ 
cupations of sewing machine operators, and 
looping machine operators, each for a learn¬ 
ing period of 480 hours at the rates of 60 
cents an hour for the first 320 hours and 70 
cents an hour for the remaining 160 hours 
(girdles). 

Wayne Industries, Inc., Catano, P.R.; ef¬ 
fective 4—21—60 to 7-20-60; 30 learners for 
plant expansion purposes in the occupations 
of looping and sewing, each for a learning 
period of 480 hours at the rates of 60 cents 
an hour for the first 320 hours and 70 cents 
an hour for the remaining 160 hours (replace¬ 
ment certificate (women’s girdles). 

Each learner certificate has been is¬ 
sued upon the representations of the 
employer which, among other things, 
were that employment of learners at 
subminimum rates is necessary in order 
to prevent curtailment of opportunities 
for employment, and that experienced 
workers for the learner occupations are 
not available. The certificates may be 
annulled or withdrawn, as indicated 
therein, in the manner provided in Part 
528 of Title 29 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. Any person aggrieved by 
the issuance of any of these certificates 
may seek a review or reconsideration 
thereof within fifteen days after publi¬ 
cation of this notice in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister pursuant to the provisions of 29 
CFR 522.9. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 5th 
day of May 1960. 

Robert G. Gronewald, 
Authorized Representative of the 
Administrator . 

[F.R. Doc. 60-4426; Filed, May 16, 1960; 

8:48 a.m.J 
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